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2 A Calculation of Baryon Diffusion Constant in Hot and Dense Hadronic Matter Based
on an Event Generator URASIMA

N. Sasaki, O. Miyamura, S. Muroya and C. Nonaka
Department of Physics, Hiroshima University,
Higashi-Hiroshima 739-8526, Japan
* Tokuyama Women’s College, Tokuyama, 745-8511, Japan

We evaluate thermodynamical quantities and transport coefficients of a dense and hot hadronic
matter based on an event generator URASIMA (Ultra-Relativistic AA collision Simulator based on
Multiple Scattering Algorithm). The statistical ensembles in equilibrium with fixed temperature
and chemical potential are generated by imposing periodic boundary condition to the simulation
of URASIMA, where energy density and baryon number density is conserved. Achievement of the
thermal equilibrinm and the chemical equilibrium are confirmed by the common value of slope
parameter in the energy distributions and the saturation of the numbers of contained particles,
respectively. By using the generated ensembles, we investigate the temperature dependence and the
chemical potential dependence of the baryon diffusion constant of a dense and hot hadronic matter.

1. INTRODUCTION

Physics of a high density and high temperature hadronic matter has been highly attracting in the context of
both high energy nuclear collisions and cosmology as well as theoretical interest [1]. In the recent ultra-relativistic
nuclear collisions, though the main purpose should be confirmation of Quark-Gluon Plasma(QGP) state, physics of
hot and/or dense hadronic state dominates the system. Hence, thermodynamical properties and transport coefficients
of a hadronic matter are essentially important for the phenomenological description of the space-time evolution of the
produced exited region. In the cosmology, in addition to the global evolution of the early universe, baryon diffusion
would play an important roll in the nucleosynthesis problem.

Because of the highly non-perturbative property of a hot and dense hadronic state, investigation on the thermo-
dynamical properties and transport coefficients has been hardly investigated. Numerical simulation based on Lattice
gauge theory is a very powerful tool for the analysis of finite temperature QCD. Recently, transport coefficient of hot
gluonic matter has been investigated [2]. But even for the modern high-performance super-computer, lattice QCD
evaluation of the transport coefficients of hadronic matter is very difficult, especially below T.. Furthermore, at finite
density, present numerical scheme of lattice QCD is almost useless since inclusion of chemical potential makes lattice
action complex although there are several new approaches have been proposed [3] [4]. In this paper, we evaluate
the transport coefficients by using statistical ensembles generated by Ultra-Relativistic A-A collision simulator based
on Multiple Scattering Algorithm (URASIMA). Originally, URASiMA is an event generator for the nuclear collision
experiments based on the Multi-Chain Model(MCM) of the hadrons [5].

Some of us(N. S and O. M) has already discussed thermodynamical properties of a hot-dense hadronic state based
on a molecular dynamical simulations of URASIMA with periodic condition [6]. Recently, some groups have been
performed similar calculation with use of the different type of event-generator UrQMD ([7], where Hagedorn-type
temperature saturation is reported. We improve URASIMA to recover detailed balance at temperature below two
hundred MeV. As a result, Hagedorn-type behavior in the temperature disappears [8]. This is the first calculation of
the transport coefficient of a hot and dense hadronic matter based on an event generator.

In section 2, we review URASIMA and explain how to make ensembles with finite density and finite temperature.
Section 3 is devoted to the calculation for nucleon diffusion ccnstant through the first-kind fluctuation dissipation

theorem. Section 4 is concluding remarks.

II. URASIMA FOR STATISTICAL ENSEMBLES

TABLE 1. Baryons, mesons and their resonances included in the URASIiMA.

nucleon Noag Nis0 Nis20 Nisas Nieso Nig7s Nigso Ni720
A Ai232 Aie00 Aje20 Aj700 A1g0s Ais10 Aigs0
meson T n 7800 P70
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FIG. 1. The time evolution of the inverse slopes B! of Noas, A12az,
prro and 7 at ng = 0.1563 fm™3 and &0 = 0.938 GeV/fma. A~lis
obtained by the energy distributions, 55%. = E%I—;ﬁ = Cexp(—BE).
The dotted line stands for the 8~ of =.

URASIMA is a relativistic event gener-
ator based on hadronic multi-chain model,
which aims at describing nuclear-nuclear col-
lision by the superposition of hadronic colli-
sions. Hadronic 2-body interactions are fun-
damental building blocks of interactions in
the model, and all parameters are so designed
to reproduce experimental data of hadron-
hadron collisions. Originally, URASIMA con-
tains 2-body process (2 incident particle and
2 out-going particles), decay process (1 in-
cident particle and 2 out-going particles),
resonance (2 incident particles and 1 out-
going particle) and production process (2 in-
cident particles and n (> 3) out going par-
ticles). The production process is very im-
portant for the description of the multiple
production at high energies. On the other
hand re-absorption processes ( n (> 3) in-
cident particles and 2 out-going particles)
thought to be unimportant in the collisions
since system quickly expands and they have
not been included in the simulation. On
the other hand, in the generation of statis-
tical ensembles in equilibrium, detailed bal-

ance between processes is essentially important. Lack of re-absorption process leads one-way conversion of
energy into particle production rather than heat-up. As a result, artificial temperature saturation occurs.

ng = 0.1563 fm™, ¢ = 0.313 GeV/fm"

_ 02 . . . -
K gaA
£ 0600000900000000000000060,000000000008 | O
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g 01 [$%00n o N
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FIG. 9 The

time evolution of number densities: (a) eror = 0.313 [GeV/fm®] and
(b) erot = 1.25 [GeV /fm®].

Therefore, role of re-absorption processes
is very important and we should take into ac-
count it. However exact inclusion of multi-
particle re-absorption processes is very dif-
ficult. In order to treat them effectively,
multi-particle productions and absorptions
are treated as 2-body processes including res-
onances with succeeding decays and/or pre-
ceding formations of the resonances. Here two
body decay and formation of resonances are
assumed. For example, NN — NN is de-
scribed as NN — NR followed by decay of
R — N, where R denotes resonance. The
reverse process of it is easily taken into ac-
count. In this approach, all the known inelas-
tic cross-sections for baryon-baryon interac-
tions up to /3 < 3GeV, are reproduced.

For the higher energy, /s > 3GeV, in
order to give appropriate total cross sec-
tion, we need to take direct production
process into account. Only this point,
detailed balance is broken in our simula-
tion, nevertheless, if temperature is much
smaller than 3 GeV, the influence is neg-
ligibly small. For example , if the tem-

perature of the system is 100 MeV, occurrence of such process is suppressed by factor of exp(—30)
and thus time scale to detect violation of detailed balance is very much longer than hadronic scale.
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In order to obtain equilibrium state, we put the
system in a box and impose periodic condition to
URASIMA as the space-like boundary condition.
Initial distributions of particles are given by uniform
random distribution of baryons in a phase space.
Total energy and baryon number in the box are
fixed at initial time and conserved through-out sim-
ulation. Though initial particles are only baryons,
many mesons are produced through interactions.
After thermalization time-period about 100 fm/c,
system seems to be stationary. In order to confirm
the achievement of equilibrium, we calculate energy
distributions and particle numbers. Slope param-
eters of energy distribution of all particles become
the same value in the accuracy of statistics(Fig. 1).
Thus, we may call this value as the temperature of
the system. The fact that numbers of species satu-
rate indicates the achievement of chemical equilib-
rium(Fig. 2). Running URASIMA many times with
the same total energy and total baryons in the box
and taking the stationary configuration later than
t = 150 fim/c, we obtain statistical ensemble with
fixed temperature and fixed baryon number (chem-

By using the ensembles obtained through above mentioned manner, we can evaluate thermodynamical quantities

and equation of states [8].

III. DIFFUSION CONSTANT

According to the Kubo’s Linear Response Theory, the correlation of the currents stands for admittance of the
system(first fluctuation dissipation theorem) and equivalently, random-force correlation gives impedance (Second
fluctuation dissipation theorem) [9]. As the simplest example, we here focus our discussion to the diffusion constant.
First fluctuation dissipation theorem tells us that diffusion constant D is given by current(velocity) correlation,

1 o
D= -?;/ <o) -v(+t) > dt. (1)
0
Average < --- > is given by,
1 1
<= number of ensembles number of particle Z o ()
ensemble particle
If the correlation decrease exponentially, i.e.,
tl
<o) v+t > exp (—;—), (3)

with 7 being relaxation time, diffusion constant can be rewritten in the simple form,

D= % <o) v(t) > 7. (4)
Usually, diffusion equation is given as,
gt-f(t,z) = DV?f(t, =), (5)

and diffusion constant D has dimension of [L?/T]. Because of relativistic nature of our system, we should use 8 =

L= g instead of v in eq.(1) and D is obtained by,
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1

D= _/°° < B(t) Bt +1) > dt'c?.
0

3
1

== < B(t) - B(t) > *r.

)68+

3

3

with ¢ being the velocity of light. Figure 3 shows
correlation function of the velocity of baryons. The
figure indicates that exponential damping is very
good approximation. Figure 4 displays the our
results of baryon diffusion constant in a hot and
dense hadronic matter. Our results show clearer
dependence on the baryon number density while
dependence on energy density is mild. This re-
sult means importance of baryon-baryon collision
process for the random walk of the baryons and
thus non-linear diffusion process of baryons oc-
curs. In this sense, we can state that baryon num-
ber density in our system is still high. In the
inhomogeneous big-bang nucleosynthesis scenario,
baryon-diffusion plays an important roll. The lead-
ing part of the scenario is played by the differ-
ence between proton diffusion and neutron diffu-
sion [10]. In our simulation, strong interaction
dominates the system and we assume charge in-
dependence in the strong interaction, hence, we

can not discuss difference between proton and neutron.

1 p(1)
1< (%0

0.3

dnﬁ:sion constant [fm c}
g
i
P 2
+

@n, = 0.1563 fm”
Ong=0.2344 fm‘1
Any,=03125fm

H
E 1 N L L
120 140 160 180 200
T [MeV]

FIG. 4. Diffusion constant of baryons.

However obtained diffusion constant of baryon in

our simulation can give some kind of restriction to the diffusion constants of both proton and neutron.

@©n,=0.1563fm™
0o | DOng=02344fm
) Ang=031251m™
- W
Y HMH
£ B B
2
= L]
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0.5 ey e
e
B 52
03 : A .
120 140 160 180 200
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FIG. 5. Baryon charge conductivity.

From diffusion constant, we can calculate charge
conductivity [11]. Figure 5 shows baryon number

n—BD, where np is baryon num-
kgT

ber density, T is temperature and kg is Boltzmann
constant(put as unity through out this paper), re-
spectively.

Therefore, if we want, we can discuss Joule heat
and entropy production in the Baryonic circuit
based on the above baryon number conductivity.

Because fundamental system in URASiMA is high
energy hadronic collisions, we use relativistic nota-
tions usually. However, diffusion equation (5) is not
Lorentz covariant and is available only on the special
system i.e. local rest frame of the thermal medium.
For the full-relativistic description of the space-time
evolution of a hot and dense matter, we need to es-
tablish relativistic Navier-Stokes equation [12]. Tak-
ing correlation of appropriate currents, we can eas-
ily evaluate viscosities and heat conductivity in the
same manner [13].

conductivity op =

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Making use of statistical ensembles obtained by an event generator URASIMA, we evaluate diffusion constants of
baryons in the hot and dense hadronic matter. Qur results show strong dependence on baryon number density and weak
dependence on temperature. The temperature in our simulation is limited only small range, i.e., from 100 MeV to 200
MeV, and this fact can be one of the reasons why the change of diffusion constant of temperature is not clear. Strong
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baryon number density dependence indicates that, for the baryon diffusion process, baryon plays more important roll
than light mesons. In this sense our simulation corresponds to high density region and non-linear diffusion process
occurs. Calculation of the diffusion constants is the simplest examples of first fluctuation dissipation theorem. In
principle, taking correlation of appropriate currents, i.e. energy flow, baryon number current, stress-tensor, etc., we
can evaluate any kinds of transport coefficients. However, in relativistic transport theory, there exist several delicate
points, e.g., relativistic property makes difference of mass and energy meaningless and, as a result, meaning of the
"flow” of the fluid and "heat flow” become ambiguous [12] [14]. The choice of the current depends on the macroscopic
phenomenological equations which contain transport coefficients. Once we establish phenomenological equations for
the high temperature and high density hadronic matter, we can evaluate the appropriate transport coefficients in the
same manner. Detailed discussion will be reported in our forthcoming paper [13].
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3 BEEEREICHITZIITIIZ -

Cluster formation in low-density condition

AR B, FIE . B RN B ER R maA

BARBET IR SnERfEty 5y — BRNAT O URES V-7
TR BEE RFEER
PEMKE SAEEM MERY T2

We study cluster formation in low-density condition by using antisymmetrized molecular dynamics (AMD).
We use the frictional cooling method constraining a root-mean-square radius to make low-density situation.
We apply this method to 4°Ca, 4¢Ca and “8Ca. We find that o cluster is the basic unit in any low density
situation for *°Ca which is saturated by spin and isospin, and that the magic number n = 8 plays an
important role in cluster formation in low density situation in common with these three nuclei, and that the
14C cluster appears in case of #4Ca and “®Ca due to the neutron-rich property, and so on.

§ 1. FiR

BEFHEETFIO L 28MEBFEERTH Y, B4 LHERBEVFRELT AR5, EFEORENZ_o0fH
ELT, PHBIESCRBRINZBHEL SR 5 —HEBHEIDITONE, BFEDOI FAF—fFHL LT
. an-BICBT B o 75 A5 —EBEFRFHLEITH 2, T2, BE, BALFRIMTONL TV RREMK
FERIZBVWTD, FETEAREBICBVT Y T A5 —HBESRET 22 POBEBHIHEL T TWRE™Y),
RS DOMIC, EFEREICBITAEBEORLXIZLNVIFAT—PBESEZLOSNE, KHE T, TR
LSTFE 1% (AMD) OFAARN T, R REFLHR L BBRGHEIC L 0 IRENICEFEREL/ED B
L7ze TN% OCa, #Ca, BCa lCHEA L., LD X ) ZHAEEMITR LN, F. 2OPHTRIEFEEL
AR,

§ 2. REFMEDFENFE (AMD) DHIEE

B # b5 FEHE (AMD) TiZ.D ABFROEBEE |®) X—2 DX L —% —475IRIC & o TRk
ftEhTnz,

1
[2) = —det [o: ()] ®
T, —HFIRREIE
80i=¢z,~Xa; (ai:PTyPl,nT;nl) (2)

®3)

2 N\ 2
bz, = <2?V) exp [—1/ (r - %) + %Zf
TREND, TDL ) ABZOBEBBEEEIT Y AFHEOBL {ZYICE W REAIKD . T OWRSEHMA &

BEEAHFERIREVRL BB ER2 L, u<00E X dH/dt THEHH ., WY RER {2} » 50T,
Fr TS BHBRERLILIZID, W EWELATLTOI AV —R/NREELZ RO LEN RS,
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) ) oH oW
zhazk = (A+1u) (G_Zf + "a_zf) and c.c. (4)

CIT ok dW/dt=0 L R 2&MEPLRELIERTHD . RAETIE. W TFERRELEOHETH 5,
RDONINVE =T ORIRE H X

(o(2)|H|@(@)  3p, A T(A V), )

HEZ) = gm @y oM

THb, HRET, FEZHIZ 7 TR —PBEINLBIIRDICE L 5 EEEOERIRE - AV F— ORMIE
WTHY. Nrp B2 5 A5 -8B TH2 (FELLIE Ref. 5) #BROI L) DTORETRY Y APRDIE
% v=0161fm™2 & L. BOMEERE LT Gogny HERV T/, Th @AK 38%v/2M TH BI5. [LfE
LHEETO n-BOFBIANVF—-2HHETL L I T, =90 MeV & L7,

1 CEBEERESHBEIIINVEON M- BBI U Ca T4V —7TOEERBOFHEI AN — 2 EREL b
BLd DRLTZ 4n-#I22W T 12C 4% underbinding. 180 2% overbinding TH % b O, L#HFHDOEE
BICE->T AMD ORRIEREZ L CBHRLTVWIERLPS, Ca T4V =720 TiE, FHEFOH
InizAEv | underbinding 123 2 HEAH 505, ThiE, RFETIE, VY ABROEEEN 7 AFERILEIC
v=0.16fm"2 & —~FEEIRoTWVZ I &, HIHEEERICLS APEITNTVWLEWERIREZELEI LN,

40 ————7————7 450 —————————
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§ 3. °°CA. **CA . *CA ICHT 2 HER

212 0Ca ICBIT Y REEZWR L -RBICHN 2 REREN LR (ER) . o + %A MR
(—RE8HHR) . 20 + 210 WL ERAL (BER) B LU0 4 Mg WHEA (ZREER) ORB AL ¥— L FHY
TREBROMHREIR LT, Y0Ca OEERBIIA LAV ZERMEFEDL, EBREL 5 L, £, overbinding
Thh, FHREFIERBEI VN IDIIETWE, PHTRLEVREC RS L RO FWREML?S
SAK - AATEERHEO X ) IC kD, FHTREEDT3.55 fm 25 20 + 21950 MLERMLIBEABD ., T
FREPEIIKRELC LD L, MBI SERHEZRMENEBIEDLo TV, THIE, BhEr7—av
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Kiz, B 31T ¥Ca 2B 2 FY T RILEFLHR L 2B ICEHA 2 REREWZEM (E#R). o + A Wi
BRfL (—r8EH) | 190 + 28Mg MR BN (ZR8HH) . 14C 4 39Si WAL (RHR) B LT °0 + 2C W%
FofL (M) ORI FVF— L FH_RPEOEB. X 412 8Ca ICBIT 2 FHZREFEZ MR L RICH
N5 FITEHFR A (ER) . LEIRER (150 + 2Mg BY) ZEMN (ZHSER) . o + “Ar B2EM (—K
SEHR) . 14C + 3481 WRERAT (BHR) B X U200 4 214C MR EA (BE) OB AV X — L P RPEE
DGR TR Lo 41Ca OREEIREORAMIL, (21T 160 + Mg WEREMEFHELTHE) . P REEDORA
AOIH LTAREE 2o TV, BICHETFEAEEM L7z 8Ca TRIIHZEMBERRETIEZ L, 1%
+ 32Mg WLERMPREREL Z2oTwa, LA LEMS, 8Ca IETFEHDT 20 FHEFHDT 28 O-EEEHK
DREFHTHY . BERBIFH TH2ELFHEINLDS, 28 OFEEHIE LS DX Y TIBEY TE7Z fr),
WL ABERHTHY, LS HOEETNTWERWVAETIR, TOFRBEETE 2V, /2, Ca OFGHLZE
MZHEUOCEY LRI LTEREMLTBY, Thid, ¥Ca id 28 BOFHTHEZFE-TWE DT, 14
DOHRBEFRT PELZFH 2 RF 20 2 70BN BAFN R REMIZ L E2 2F0 RS, FIZ, “Ca
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BIPLCa TBEND I TRy —RBRETEHEEN S, il ¥C 75 A5 —PBERTWLETH S, ohid
FREFICH LTI n =8 DEEH MR- TWEY, BEFERBEICLVETFD n =8 ODEERIHENLI D
Lr#EZLENS,

§4. TLDHESHDEE

POt # b FEI1% (AMD) 2 WT, P REFEL MR LABERSHEIC L REN L EFEREL
FEDH L., BEESGLTOBERESO XL 37 927 —FHROMELITo 72 Ca. #Ca BI U %8Ca 12
BHALMRE, AV - TAVRAEVDPEMLAEEFE TR o 7 9AY — 2B E L7227 TAY —BEMER
57, Ca, ¥Ca. BCa lZHBLT. n=8 DEERII FAY—FHERICDBENIEREID-, hIT,
AMD P EFHFEHEUREFL ., BRI IR —OHHEREBTEX 2720 TH b, /2. ¥Ca % ¥Ca
T, FEFEEEOD B FORERITHN, UC A2 FTAF—D—2L LTHIE2E IO, L
LaHo, KR THWZEEERRIR. LS IPETATEL T, 28 OEERPRATE Ty, &
H“Ca, BCa IR KELPERE5ZXDLEZLND, LT, BHEBEOETY., TV AFEROES v 2 —
FIRo TR 720, T4 REZEH 2B -TELT, BOHHEEZR)ANSFEICL) BRREB L UFE
WIRERIIH T IRERMIIKREZ LR L5 2EVPHREIND,
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4 QMDIC L BIERT A EWE
Expanding Nuclear Matter by QMD

EAETY AEARFWEATEHYEREDEHN (JAERI)

Sl Sein LRSSt~ ¥ — (JAERI)
ZHEEZ RIST
TER S ERERT S~ ¥ — (JAER])
EAE YWERFW5EE (JAERI)
BE

We study the properties of dynamically expanding nuclear matter. For this purpose,
we apply quantum molecular dynamics (QMD) model to homogeneously expanding 3-
dimensional system with periodic boundary condition. Simulation is performed for given
initial temperatures and expanding velocities. The calculated fragment mass distribution
for slow expansion obeys the power law predicted by Fisher’s droplet model, while that for
rapid expansion exhibits the exponential shape.

1 ERY 3ME L A

DFESERC R WE 3BT ERAET o WETH L, RELEELSE XL LBTFR
ERVRENL T 5L ICBBL THEEODH R 1ES, 7. MNERC D 2BWEEEL 5, BN
BETZH>TwAETA2EEFRELLBEAAZ IS, DL, REAWDo bR bITE
ED»ORCEL TREKDBEIITHN T7IF T AV IR TEL, 29 LERIEEA+ Y HEOAD
FITHIGL TV B0, AV ) DIXERRTH 5, ROFELY TIF 213 ek — BRI
DEVH DD, TRIZENTFICENS OMMERIC AL 2EE 525 L TERSN S, 20
BEE/NT A~% b (Hubble AV A% v ) TREINS, BHEELTICEERT 28 HETE
FCARREWL RN 7T 7 AV MPERENS, FOT T AV N RS HNEBRE T L BERE A
XEENIETTH L, BRAOHWITIZFOBEBE2TARLLTH S,

2 EEFIR

RBE T SRR po O E B NERSEMG % H /2 Metropolis ECEL Z &8 TE S, &
DB TEMTFIE T I L 788 B o TV 3, RAOBHMTIIEID L X0OEHEIILRD
BRIZIBEETERWI L ICEBPLETH S, R —HICHES Y 2 IC SRFIC B eI L
mEHERSINETRV, NER; KHIRNFILEZ 2EBBEI D TOI I IcFEN S,

PEOH — hij‘_l_PF . (1)
Po 3
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1 EREALL | BEL T AN L DERL TR, L7 Y e IO FBE TR0 %
HEEBE P IV 7 ) 7oV OEBB L ER VAR TFOEHEP OME L TRETE L, MV
BRL7TYAEVHRLOREICHFRHEEZRCZDDOTH %,

CCThAPHEEDOKRESRZRETHNT A—FELTBEL TV, Prid po i2BIT % Fermi 12
BETHE, COEENTTREARE IR EBZPICES T, £ TOHFRL O EHENZ0
AR B 720 DIC e B, 20 PRV —BENZ D 722R D I2BVT R; L LRSS
TE&%, SO —HRBECEPWERSGEZIIRL THVZ L 2 WERICT 5, BROBRIE
FOWIRL - S REMZEL - QMD VI a b —va Y TEESN S, PHBEINRL TS
WONTINF T I A F—2 arPRI LD, TR BEIC LD EFO5F/E—FIC 2 5,
WABEDL ) BBEER po/20 L L72o po 205 po/20 DIEIRBFEE 1 D (A, T) I22V2T 1000 [E
BDELT, ZORRBICBONIZT7I S XAV NS AEFET 5,

3 #RARL /- BEARERSEH

BRI ERSEGE ERBERICAVS 0., BRBIVERLVOEEEB)ELL T U7
‘tV % consistent IZZEALE R ELEND S, INIZ—BEELIRETARVICBWTIETSH 5,
—HERLEIHSWS 2 FIC oW TR EEI M ERIC BBIL TWa I LIz s v, XoT
BREVT Y NRVARFICOWTS FRROBRH % H TdoTRnT v (K1), HxHES &2
AR AL T 5 0720 6 B O B N ERE MR TAEIC DWW TERZRZ BEL T 50
CRICEEICBRERREZERTELETTH %,

R HDFHRTVEEZRZ 256 (K 2) 724, NI MEBEICT 2 BEOHRVEEHRICH
TEONT IV, o TEBHERBEEBI TN MTL 2L XICHEXZZITAI IR D,
CHEFEFITENGEIRICEZ 20D LAWY, MENEVORESDOSZTBETLIOLFALRE
EoORI#HTH %,

ERCOBEBRIIAINE —DMEEL TRV, TNV Y bl % —FRETERE LR
CEIEZBEL TWaERHTH S, Ll BRMOENSZANVE —EZOLETHEINI 2D W) &k
T, b LORVPEE—HTHNMTIAINE —BRIEHFIIOVWTELTH b, —KICIET V¥
LARGHELTVED, ZOBE, FOFE—HHIZES LI RANVF —IFTA TN 5, RL TER
FEICZERRASTE B L HI2iZ 2o vy,
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JAPAN

Abstract

From the baryon flow for Au + Au systems at SIS to AGS energies and above we find that the
strength of the vector potential has to be reduced moderately at high density or at high relative
momenta to describe the flow data at 1-10 A GeV. We use the same dynamical model to calculate
the nuclear equation of state (EOS) and then employ this to calculate the maximum mass and
radius of the neutron star considering the core to be composed of neutrons with an admixture of
protons, electrons, muons, sigmas and lambdas at zero temperature. We then compare our results
in contrast to the observational values.

1 Introduction

The nuclear equation of state (EOS) at high density is still an unresolved issue though many theoretical
and experimental efforts have been made in the last two decades. Theoretically, in astrophysics, the
density of the core inside the compact objects like neutron star is few times the nuclear matter
density, composed of many non-strange and strange degrees of freedom. One of the most important
characteristic feature of a neutron star is its maximum mass. The determination of maximum mass
and radius of neutron star are prominent factor of the interactions between particles at high density
and its EOS. There are two appraoches available in the literature to deal with maximum masses of
neutron stars. These are non- relativistic [1, 2] and relativistic [3, 4, 5, 6, 7] approaches. In both
conventional approaches in the neutron star matter, the estimated maximum masses of neutron star
are above 2M,. Recently from several calculations, it has been pointed out [8, 9, 10] that the nuclear
EOS should be soft at high density. This is due to fact that all the measured neutron star masses are
less than 1.5M¢ [11]. Various scenarios including the reduced strength of vector field, the presence of
hyperons and possibility of kaon condensation, have been proposed to be soften the EOS.

Regarding the composition of neutron star matter, there are calculations [12], which include kaons
as the strange particles along with neutrons and protons e.g., the possibility of kaon condensation.
Also there are models [5, 6] in the neutron star matter where the composition of particles are sigmas
and lambdas as strange particles besides neutrons, protons and electrons as non- strange particles.
Both these proposed models in the neutron star matter lead to a soft EOS at high density. In this
paper we consider the existence of hyperons in the neutron star matter with the recent compiled
information of nuclear interaction from heavy-ion collisions.

Experimentally, the nuclear EOS is very important to understand the non- equilibrium complicated
heavy- ion collisions data at very high energies. Very recently [13, 14], the heavy- ion collisions data
such as the sideward and elliptic flow have been measured at AGS energies. The sideward flow data are
mainly determined by the nature of the nuclear force in the nuclear EOS. Moreover, the nuclear EOS
can be understood better from the elliptic flow than sideward flow, because the elliptical flow plays less
uncertainties role in the opposing stream of matter moving past each other within the reaction plane
in the heavy- ion collisions. Recent energy dependence flow data [13, 14] indicate that the nuclear
EOS is rather soft at high density because the strength of the repulsive vector potential must be low
to describe these data in the heavy- ion collisions.

In the present discussion, we use an extended version of relativistic mean field model [15] including
the momenta dependent forces, which are taken into account phenomenologically in the relativistic
transport model in heavy- ion collisions. We calculate the nuclear EOS by using the same dynamic
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momentum dependence constraints in the vector potential and then employ to the neutron star struc-
ture calculations. As far as the strange particles are concerned, we take minimum strange particles
(3 and A) in the neutron star matter calculation at high densities.

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we briefly describe the relativistic nuclear EOS and
its derivation from heavy- ion reactions. In section 3 we employ the same nuclear EOS to the neutron
star structure with the systematic results. The conclusion and summary are presented in section 4.

2 Relativistic nuclear equation of state

The relativistic mean- field theory is very successful model in the relativistic transport model in
heavy- ion collisions as well as in nuclear structure physics. Originally, Walecka [3] had proposed
the relativistic mean- field model and later the modified version of the this has been used widely to
calculate nuclear structure and nuclear matter properties. The extended version of the Walecka model,
so called non- linear relativistic mean- field model [4, 6] has the interaction of Dirac nucleons with
scalar and vector mesons as well as non- linear self- interaction of the scalar field. The extra non-
linear self- interaction scalar field helps to get the empirical values of bulk properties of nuclear matter
at saturation density, e.g., the nuclear incompressibility and the value of effective nucleon mass in
the desirable range. The physics behind this phenomenological successful model is that the nucleon-
nucleon interaction in the mean- field theory contains strong attractive Lorentz scalar and repulsive
Lorentz vector components, which almost cancel for low momenta, but produce a strong spin- orbit
force consistent with the observed single- particle spectra. In the original Walecka model [3], the vector
potential increases linearly with density, whereas the scalar potential changes non- linearly. This is
because the vector and scalar potentials have linear and non- linear function of density respectively.
However, from the heavy- ion collisions data, we find that the vector potential also should have non-
linear function of baryon density, i.e., the strength of the vector potential should be low at high density
[15] compared to the original model [3]. Recently, this fact has been taken by adding the non- linear
vector meson terms in the original Lagrangian density and applied to the nuclear matter, neutron star
matter [10] and nuclear structure [16] calculations. In our calculation, we take the non- linear effect in
the vector meson with density by employing the phenomenological momentum dependent cut- off to
the vector potential term. We adopt this method keeping in mind to describe the heavy- ion reactions
data at high energies, which generates the nuclear matter (few times the nuclear saturation density)
like situation in the laboratory. We recall that the mean-field energy density for nuclear matter in the
relativistic mean-field model can be written as [4]

e(m*,np) = goVonp — —l—sz2 + ___3 (m —m*)? + B (m —m*)3
e ° 27070 T 22 393
C 4 kf d3p 9
—~ (m —m* m*), 1
+ 49§(m m*) +'y/0 B (p? + m*) (1)

where m* = m — g,8y is the effective nucleon mass, n; is the baryon density and the spin and isospin
degeneracy is v = 4. Sy and Vj are the scalar and vector fields with mass m; and m,,, which couple to
nucleons with coupling constants g, and g,, respectively. B and C are constant parameters describing
the scalar field self-interactions and p is the nucleon momentum integrated up to the Fermi momentum
ks. In (1), the vector and scalar potentials depend on density, however, the vector potential increases
linearly with density (ng). _

In our present calculation, we have extended (1) to include a non-linear dependence of the vector
potential on the baryon density by implementing the momentum (p) dependent form factor at the

vertices and can be written as [15]
2

_ P A -

() = oo i, (2)
where the cut- off parameter A, = 0.9 GeV and Vj is vector potential. The parameters g, g5, B and
C in (1) are determined by fitting the saturation density, binding energy, effective nucleon mass and
the compression modulus at nuclear matter density (cf. NL3 parameters set from Table I in Ref. [4]).
The EOS versus baryon density are shown in Fig. 1 for extended momentum dependent model (NLE)
as well as the original non- linear model (NL3). NLE has the momentum dependent form factor in
the vector and scalar potentials. The other nuclear EOS has been discussed more details in the Ref.
[6] by varying the nuclear incompressibility from low (soft) 250 MeV to high (stiff) 3560 MeV values.



JAERI—Conf 2000—011

We do not elaborate on that issue here, because we would like to emphasize more on the momentum
dependent force in the nuclear EOS along the line of heavy-ion reaction data. We see in Fig. 1 that
NLE nuclear EOS is softer than NL3 at density > pp. The incompressibility is close (~ 340 MeV)
to NL3 value at saturation density. In a different way, the thermodynamic pressure in the extended
model NLE is lower as compared to the NL3 model due to less repulsive force at AGS energy regime.
We thus get reduced repulsive force because of the strong cut-off parameters eq. (2) in the vector
potential. Also this cut-off makes the vector potential non-linear function of baryon density.

450 |
%350-
§250-
< 150 |

50 |

-50 T

ng/Ng

Fig.1 Energy per nucleon vs baryon density in units of ng. The solid lines (NLE) are momentum
dependent potentials and the dashed lines (NL8) are without momentum dependent potentials (see the

text).

3 Neutron star matter and properties of neutron star

3.1 Neutron star matter

The core of the neutron star plays a significant role to determine the gross structural properties like
maximum mass and radius of the neutron star. The density of the core inside the neutron star is
around few times the normal nuclear matter density and hence the nuclear interactions are important
to construct the neutron star matter EOS around that density. Moreover, in such a high density, the
strange particles are expected to be present along with usual neutron matters like neutrons, protons
and electrons. So, in our neutron star matter calculation we assume that the core of the neutron
star matter is composed of neutrons with an admixture of protons, electrons, muons and hyperons
(A and X7) [6]. The concentrations of each particle can be determined by using the condition of
equilibrium under the weak interactions (assuming that neutrinos are not degenerate) and the electric

charge neutrality:

Hp = Un — He; KA = Un,
U = Un + ey My = fhe;
Np = Ne + Ny + Ng-. : (3)

In addition, the total baryon density is ng = ny, +np + np + nyp- and the baryon chemical potential
is pp = pn, where n; and p; stand for number density and chemical potential for i—th particle

respectively.

Since the nuclear force is known to favor isospin symmetry and the symmetry energy arising solely
from the Fermi energy is known to be inadequate to account for the empirical value of the symmetry
energy (~ 32 MeV), we include the interaction due to isospin triplet p- meson in the relativistic non-
linear mean field model for the purpose of describing the neutron- rich matter [7]. It is noted that

2

the p- meson will contribute a term = -ggn%(np — np)? to the energy density and pressure. We fix the
P

coupling constant g, by requiring that the symmetric energy coeflicient correspond to the empirical
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value 32 MeV. Then the neutron star matter EOS is calculated from energy density € and pressure P
are given as follow [6]:

1 1 1 B C
£ = Emf,l/}f + §m%p02 + imeg + ES’S’ + ng + ZEFG + ZEFG
1 l
1 1 1 B C
P = Emg%z + —2-mf,p02 - Emfsg - 35’8 — ng + ZPFG + ZPFG (4)
i l

where py is the third component in isospin space. In the above equations erg and Prg are the
relativistic non- interacting energy density and pressure of the baryons (i) and leptons () respectively.

The three coupling constant parameters of hyperon- meson interaction are not well known. There-
fore, we fix the ratio of hyperon-meson and nucleon-meson couplings for o, w and p mesons respectively
(i) by choosing very close to the quark counting rule [6] e.g., the potentials seen by A and 3 in nuclear
matter are ~ —30 MeV [17] and (ii) assuming the attractive potential seen by A and repulsive potential
seen by ¥ to be ~ -30 MeV [17].and ~ +10 MeV [9, 18, 19] respectively, at nuclear matter density.
The analysis of various experimental data on hypernuclei [17, 18, 19, 20] indicate that the strength of
¥ potential may be either repulsive or attractive at nuclear matter density. This point will be cleared
further after analysis of more hypernuclei data in near future and the general discussions are given
in recent Ref. [21]. Due to this fact, we consider the two possibility of strength on X~ potential as
discussed above.

=
S 1
F
<
S 0.1
=
G
<
< 0.01

Np/Ng

Fig.2 The concentration of each particle (z; = n;/np) vs baryon density in units of ng. The momentum
dependent potentials have been incorporated in NLE1 (solid line) and NLE2 (dashed line). The dashed-
dot lines (NL8) are without momentum dependent potentials. The potential are seen by A and & are
same in NLE1, NL3 (dashed-dot line) and are different in NLE2 (see text).

Taking all these parameters into the equations (3), we show the concentration of particles (z; =
n;/np, i=p, ¥ and A) versus baryon density for NLE1, NLE2 and NL3 models in Fig. 2. We display
p, T and A particles in this figure due to practical importance in neutron stars, for example, p fraction
plays role for cooling process of neutron stars and the order of appearance of strange particles with
density may influence the EOS of the neutron star matter. In NLE1 and NL3 models, the potentials
for A and ¥ are taken to be equal to ~ -30 MeV, where the potentials for A and ¥ are chosen to
be ~ -30 MeV and ~ +10 MeV respectively in NLE2 model. However, the momentum dependent
cut-off to the vector potential are incorporated in NLE1 and NLE2 models. We notice in Fig. 2 that
the concentration of particles like ¥~ and A start appearing after 2 times nuclear matter density for
all models. In NLE1 and NL3 models, the order of appearance of strange particles (first £ and then
A) are same due to equal strength of potential felt by strange particles. Where the situation is quite
different in case of NLE2 model, here A appears first around > 2.4 time nuclear matter density and
¥~ starts coming much later [9] around 3.5 times nuclear matter density. This is due to fact that
Y sees extra strength +40 MeV potential than A potential, which is repulsive. In both NLE1 and
NLE2 models, the strange particles start coming slightly later than NL3, due to reduction of vector
potential by momentum dependent cut-off as given in equation (2). However, the change of proton
concentration is not very significant with density for all models, except the slight decreasing tendency
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at high density was shown by NLE2. At around 1.5 times nuclear matter density, the value of protons
concentration crosses the threshold value 0.11 (horizontal line in Fig. 2), which shows that the direct
URCA process is possible to lead for cooling of the neutron stars in all models [22].

3.2 Maximum mass and radius of neutron star

The gross structure of the neutron stars such as mass and radius are calculated from the equations that
describe the hydrostatic equilibrium of degenerate stars without rotation in general relativity is called
Tolman-Oppenheimer- Volkoff (TOV) equations [7]. From the dynamics and transport properties of
pulsars, the additional structure parameters of neutron stars like the moment of inertia I and the
surface red shift z are important and are given more elaborately in Ref. [7].

We solve the TOV equations by constructing the EOS for the entire density region starting from
the higher density at the center to the surface density. The composite EOS for the entire neutron star
density span was constructed by joining the NLE and NL3 neutron star matter EOS to that EOS of
the density range (i) 10 to 5 x 10'° g em =3 [23], (ii) 5% 10 g cm™3 to 10® g cm™3 [24] and (iii) less
than 103 g cm ™3 [25]. The composite neutron star matter EOS are plotted in Fig. 3 for NLE1; NLE2
and NL3 models, which are used to calculate the neutron star structures as discussed above. From
this figre we find that the pressure is low at high density for NLE1, NLE2 EOS and hence the soft EOS
compare to NL3 EOS. If we look at the Fig. 2, the order of appearance of A particles with density
reflect in the same order of the nature of EOS. That is, NL3 is stiffer than NLE1 and NLE2 EQOS,
because the momentum dependent form factor has reduced the vector potential at high density. So,
NLE?2 is similar to NLE1 EOS, except a slight stiffer than NLE1 due to the strong repulsive potential
present on X particles as can be seen in Fig. 3. We also notice in Fig.3 that the NLE2 EOS does not
change significantly on the choice of repulsive ¥ potential in contrast to NLE1 EQOS.

The predicted maximum neutron star masses are very close to the observational values for NLE1
and NLE2 EOS. The results for the neutron star structure parameters such as the central density vs
mass are plotted in Fig 4. From Fig. 4, we observe that the maximum masses of the stable neutron
stars are 2.18 Mg, 1.76Mg and 1.76 My and corresponding radii are 11.9km, 9.8km and 10.1km for
NL3, NLE1 and NLE2 EOS respectively. The corresponding central densities are 2.0 x 105 g ¢m =3,
3.0 x 101% g em ™2 and 2.5 x 10!% g em™3 for NL3, NLE1 and NLE2 respectively at the maximum
neutron star masses. These maximum masses calculate in our models are in the range of recent
observations [26, 27, 28, 29], where the observational consequence are discussed below. Very recently,
it has been observed that the best determined neutron star masses [11] are found in binary pulsars and
are all lie in the range 1.35+0.04 Mg except for the non-relativistic pulsars PSR J1012+5307 of mass
M = (2.1 £0.8) My [26]. There are several X-ray binary masses have been measured, the heaviest
among them are Vela X-1 with M = (1.9 £ 0.2) My [27] and Cygnus X-2 with M = (1.8 + 0.4) M,
[28]. From recent discovery of high-frequency brightness oscillations in low-mass X- ray binaries, the
large masses of the neutron star in QPO4U 1820 — 30(M = 2.3) My, [29] is confirmed and this provides
a new method to determine the masses and radii of the neutron stars.
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Fig.8 The neutron star matter pressure vs the energy density. The models are same as Fig. 2.
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4 Summary

We have described the nuclear EOS in the frame work of relativistic mean field theory using a relativis-
tic transport model in the heavy-ion collisions. From the heavy-ion collisions data, more specifically,
the baryon flow for Au + Au systems at SIS to AGS energies and above we noticed that the strength
of the vector potential has to be reduced substantially at high density and high relative momenta to
describe the experimentally observed flow data at 1-10 A GeV. In a different way, the vector potential
should be non- linear function of the baryon density. We took this effect by introducing the momen-
tum dependent cut-off into the vector potential in contrast to the heavy-ion collision data. We use
the same dynamic treatment in our relativistic mean field model to calculate the nuclear EOS. It is
found that the derived nuclear EOS is moderately soft at density > pp than the original considered
nuclear EOS without momentum dependent potentials. This due to the reduction of repulsive nuclear
interaction in the nuclear EOS at high density. We then employ the same nuclear EOS to the neutron

star structure calculation.

2.5
NLE1
2 | N -
(O i -
= 1.6
=
1 | ~
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1 10 100

€ (1[014 g cm'3)

Fig.4 The neutron star mass vs radius. The models are same as Fig. 2.

In the neutron star matter, the core of the neutron stars are considered to be composed of neutrons
along with an admixture of protons, electrons, muons and hyperons at zero temperature. The resulting
maximum mass of stable neutron stars are 2.18 Mg, 1.75M and 1.76 M, for the NL3, NLE1 and NLE2
models, respectively. We observed that the maximum mass of the neutron star for NLE1 and NLE2
are lower than that for NL3 due to a reduction of the vector field at higher densities. Also, we
noticed that the potential felt by ¥~ particles is not so relevant to neutron star structure calculation.
The corresponding neutron star radii are 11.9 km, 9.8km and 10.1km for NL3, NLE1 and NLE2,
respectively, whereas the corresponding central densities are 2.0 x 10*® g em™3, 3.0 x 10 g em™3
and 2.5 x 101% g em™3 respectively for NL3, NLE1 and NLE2 at the maximum neutron star mass.
We found that the maximum mass for NLE1 and NLE2 are in the observable region [26, 27, 28, 29],
1.4Mg < Mz < 2.2Mg and the corresponding radius is in between 8-12 km.

The authors like to thank W. Cassing and Y. Akaishi for fruitful discussions. PKS likes to ac-
knowledge the support from the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (ID No. P 98357), Japan.
Also PKS likes to dedicate this work in memory of Prof. Bhaskar Datta.
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Abstract

We construct phenomenologically a relativistic particle-particle channel interaction
which suits the gap equation for nuclear matter. This is done by introducing a density-
independent momentum-cutoff parameter to the relativistic mean field model so as to
reproduce the pairing properties obtained by the Bonn-B potential and not to change
the saturation property.

1 F

EFEEE 28R T 28 AaE L THNRHN RO EERPEEINSXIIIZRD. &
%E#tto&bTM6oATW?“Mmbﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁé@ﬁ?é&;5#
HLIAE S ZOBEERIL. BRABIIESHMODEIZ. ERNRIEHEIRIOE TS 4R
B95h12bDIcE /. £, HANRHNBOERICINTSENIREEENL. QCD 0)
BEERNHREE2ZRLEHELTONTBY., RELRREZDITTNS,

ULALRRS, Z0HE THERDERZ2ES FEMANRZNDIT TIIARN, BEFROBHEN
ZO—DTH 5. KYWHROBHIMERIRTEBEROERERL., FHTEOYELERICH
HT23ZEME, HL X DELITHENTONTE 2, BETIIHET-B TR OMEREAD
BELODEREL TWS, B8 OBREME 23 RIS THR S WEIT 1991 £1Z Kucharek
& Ring IZ& o Thanik [1]. ENLATNCHHEMNROPIZEIZH o720 [2). S ITFWHETRE
LRI DD D H o I MR TEEE (RMF) #BE2 Z0RKITHEA Lz, HREIBHHHE
72 o-w BRIT, Fow TENERNHHIFHECBITEI 2 YA TH B3 MeV OB L2
3fETHo7. RMF B THHEYE ORI EZBRETIIICRDENENTA—F Y
RnS, BEF- B TF (p-p) FY RIIVOHEERICANS —FHIFRE (OBE) HAEKERE2EL
ZO770—FTiE. FOMOFETFEEDEY Mck>THhbRENROERICKDST=,

Z D%, MUK YV —7® Rummel & Ring 2P F-ZE7L (p-h) F+ R IVIZ RMF #E,
p-p FY RIVMHEERE L TEOBENITHS Bonn-BRF Iy IVERAWTEHEL. 3 MeV
DFERNBEND L ERLE [8l. COBOMEERZERLZEBMICIE. TNLRIICIEHN
MR FETRBROMEMNMTONTNEZENH S5, TO—F T, XH[1] TBWT, ik
DEIITHEDENKE/INT A—F M SEHINBHEERORESRRNIWENERT 2#
BV, ENMBAF vy TORETH S LERMINTWEZLIIERATERWN, DEDZH
i3, BTFEELT—Y 2EBETAHEERZAVNL. BAF vy TII#ToNB3 VWS ERT
B0, BERIZZOLIBERVBFELSN DI THS, LML, IhhsiiRBd L2, HiEH
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ETORZBVERETAIUFTAELLTHOY 70—F2 2 ZTI3ERTS. Lavr Tp-h
F¥ XV LBonn Tp-p FYRINERLBRT SO TIEAEL., BE—D RMF Lagrangian [ZHEER
HvhFT7 AZEALT. RMFEBORY EBREEZ2BEOLTICETF v RV EH IR
T5ZLEERNET S,

2 NROYEE&RICKZ3BEID R

X R A TEYE OBREMEEZ | S FEE p-h Fr RV & pp FyrRIVORIZLD
RO IBRICTHETES., £TH 1L LT Kucharek & Ring OFHEIIREFEI NS, W&
ORFIEEZEETAED p-h FrXINVERD, TNEFAUNTA—INSH/S5NS OBE HE
BRI Z p-p T¥ RIVICAND D DN D S [1]. Dirac sea ZBICE I BODINICTENS [4].
% 2% & LT Rummel & Ring I2&%. RMF % p-h F¥ RV, pp Fy RIVITIFED, T
ROBEENREMEZRBLUBRNWHENZK NI ZANS HOBETENS (3. FRTFOEER
DEEHENEHIZERLEHED ZNICETS [5l. HIBEL T, p-h Fr XIVITHENR
G5l pp FYRNVICFBOEENK 12 L5b00H 3 [6), EHREHEZ pp Fr ¥
IWTERBLURBRWHHATIE, TNNRBE—FRENLFETH S, UEICRBRS L, AHEIRS
1Bz hs, 2507 7O0—FIdHBNTH S L LT, ThThEEERRLARRS
MBI DT EED B DM, B DB TH 5.

BB OBREMEZH D —HEOMRICBNT, BLIFZET/N\RO2H% (QHD) [7] 2AW0
TW3, X<HSENTWBE L3I, QEDIEIN RO OHBHETERINZEYROERTD
5, COEBTOS TS 07 VEERUTOLS KRS,

L = $iy0" — Mg + %(Oua)(a“a) - %mgaz

1 1 - -
= 2w O §miwuw“ = 9o¥oY — gu¥ruwty, (1)

Qu = Ouwy — Oyw,,.

ZIZT o BETFHR. o, w XETNTHN ¢ FHITE, v FHETFETH 3,

Z @ Lagrangian {Z%f U T, Hartree iT I T} Dirac sea 28T 5 No-sea ITEIZHEL 72D
WRMF B TH 5, ZNIEWE ORI TR, BB - T - BEKk ERETH
DRRZ B EZERTE S, BHMLGEL NS BRABEOLNVERTH S, RMF BERICLS
BRBEOFREIZBNWTIE, p-p F v RIVTIHEMMREIED /1. #1211 Gogny force 72 &2 W
HIENEDERTH S, BETEHHETERKICOERAINGRE, ZOFEHIIERICKE
RENERDTND, LNLIENS. p-p Fr RIVEEIER%Z RMF REZTICHEE - BRT
52 &3 RMFEETHEEZSE LEBR L > THEFREEER TERZNENE NI GEICE
ABDDDEER—BRETHD,

ST, pp FrRIVHEERAOBRICBWTEEIZRZDIL. AifiglTRRZLSICEE
BRRSOBETHZ. BFROBRHTIIOb— VL AENKTRIER-FRECRS T
EMHIENTNS, ZHIX Fermi BEEL D II5DICTEWEHERES THHEEBICEST 5
ZEERKT S, 8o T, Fermi EFR X TOHEREERT IMEOBFEICMZ, BIOE
L ERENZTNL pp FYRVHEEROEEHEBESNEL VIEERBLEHDT
HBNESIRRRES NN,
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2, SENSE U BEER by = 0.2-1.2 fm~! T, Bonn-B RF > I v VDR ZIFIZEE
THZENTER, =L AERDWTE., MTHEREIFABEECMETHY. BTRICHE
YUirkEREBE, BEEERUTHTFENBROEEMEANTHE SN ZOERIE. T 5 OH%E
ADISFADTIEENT2IcH B 2R TWS, BEOBEmMMCHI T HEERZ
ELBOBRVEEEFEDO SO (RMF) 2. HHZEMO®H O (Bonn) NEWIBNWIZHRT S
EEZIONB, EEL. BFEREYNREZERTIREOKBERRIIEZE > T,

BERTOHRETIEHBD. pp FrRIVEEERAEZEFHOLSKEBRTZIET. —20
Lagrangian 2 5BEM LT vy TOBONSHEERAZ2EHTE S Z LARE N/, RMF &
HMOBEXZESTWRNIENZIDT SO—FORATH D, HEMNENEZANE O LT
—REBETBHIEERALTHL,

4 FL&O

HBFFETRLII RMF BRICEADZ, TNEEETHHX THNRN p-p Fv RIIVEEE
AEBRLUZ. FENCEENEVEST 2METHIBMEOBREZA U 2+ )LD RMF
Lagrangian TR T2 DIIFBEE TH D, TOHFZ2HEAT 5720, BEIEKSRWERRE
Ay b7 2BREFZ2ECTEALL. ZOMEBEBRECEERYERTHIMFrv &
-V RAEEEERTAED IR, BEOBRRAFERALEIA. A ORREITE
DFGITEEL . monopole T 7.26 fm~1 THoz, THIZEA T HEDOHEFIMNSRBI N
B{E® Bonn RF> v )VOHy hATHEEE EEMIGEVVETH S, £L T, EOMBIFT
AEOHENELRIEERNWELE, BRPFELZD, strong HIEEEMICERL R
WZHEMENRESHNENS O T, BIREFIE monopole A dipole BUNWE X L 1,

SEDRRE%EB—0D Lagrangian ) SEBREMEWE - AEZ 2R T 5HAOHFERELT,
B DWW TIMEESR OB, BEIOWTIIRAEELLICX 5 —REWENDILIER
EZTDIENROBETH 5.
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Abstract

Properties of dense hadronic matter including strange particles are studied within the
relativistic mean-field theory (RMFT). The possibility of kaon condensation is reexamined,

and a simple condition is found for the parameters included in RMFT.

In relativistic heavy-ion collisions, it is expected that the hot and dense zone includes many
species of hadrons, where a lot of strange particles should be produced. Recent studies have
shown that kaon dispersion relation would be much changed in nuclear medium, which gives
rise to kaon condensation in neutron star matter [1] on one hand and modification of kaon
production in heavy-ion collisions [2], change of the dilepton production rate from RBUU [3]
or the fire ball [4] on the other hand. For the former subject, the hyperon degrees of freedom
has been extensively studied by way of the relativistic mean-field theory (RMFT) [5, 6]. In
this paper we consider strange hadronic matter by extending RMFT to incorporate nucleon, A
hyperon and K meson, which are essential degrees of freedom in strange hadronic matter. First
preliminary report on this subject was given in Ref.[7]. Here we examine the releva;nce of the
parameters included in RMFT in more detail and present a relation between them to give a
condition for kaon condensation in high-density matter.

Some years ago a possibility of strange hadronic matter produced in relativistic heavy-ion
collisions was indicated in RMFT, where abundance of lambda or other hyperons overwhelms
that of nucleons [8]. They, however, considered only baryons. On the other hand kaons, the
lightest strange mesons, may also carry strangeness and they are much modified in the medium.
So it needs to take kaons into account properly as well as hyperons to explore strange hadronic
matter.

Nelson and Kaplan [9] have suggested K+ K~ (K°K°)-pair condensation in relativistic heavy-
ion collisions As increasing density the lowest energy of K+(K©°) is reduced by the KN s-
wave interaction (mainly by the KN-sigma term Xy ), and eventually becomes equal to the
strangeness chemical potential u,(= px), where the one for K~(K°) reaches —ug simultane-
ously and Kt K~ (K°K°)-pair condensation occurs with totally zero energy. Their idea is very
intersting, but they considered only nucleon matter and did not take into account any hyperon

degrees of freedom. Moreover, their result seems unlikely in light of the subsequent studies about
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kaon in medium; the K *excitation energy receives a repulsive effect instead of an attractive one
[1].

In relativistic heavy-ion collisions hyperons and kaons are produced in pairs; this possibility
is more favorable than that of the kaon-antikaon pair production due to the different threshold
energy. In previous papers [10, 11], furthermore, it has been shown that the relativistic effects
moderate kaon condensation by the sel f-suppression mechanism in neutron-star matter. This
self-suppression effects should also appear in symmetric nuclear matter; the effect caused by the
K N-sigma term Xpgn is weakened by the small nucleon effective mass.

Here we study strange hadronic matter at high-density but rather low temperature (T" < m,)
by dealing hyperon and kaon equally within RMFT. In particular we pay attention to the
abundance of K (K°) which is measured by the strangeness chemical potential u, (=xx ), and
discuss the possibility of K*T(K°) condensation. We, hereafter, restrict ourselves to hadron
matter in thermal equilibrium , and treat it at zero temperature for simplicity because the
nuclear properties such as the nucleon and meson effective masses are not largely changed below
T ~ my, [12], and thermal-pion effects hardly modify our conclusion with the present hadronic
model. We shall give some comments on this matter at the end of this paper, where we also
briefly discuss the observability of kaon condensation in the realistic situation of heavy-ion
collisions.

First we briefly explain our basic formulation. The lagrangian density with nucleon, lambda

and kaon is given as follows:

L = Pn(if— MN)YN + GoUNUNT + gubNY DN
+9a(5 0 — MA)Ya + g2 oanc + ghay,aw® — Ulo] + %mfjwuw“

3 i 3 - )
+{(8, - #wwmﬁ (o + #wm“w)fs}
-mi KK + EI‘J&M[;N}(*K, (1)

I2
where ¥n, 5 and K are the nucleon, lambda and kaon fields, respectively, and U [o] is the
self-energy potential of the scalar mean-field, whose expression is given in Ref. [11, 13]. In the
above interaction the isospin-dependent terms are omitted because only the isospin saturation
system is treated here. Furthermore we also omit the interaction between kaon and A because
we intend to discuss the phase transition and treat only the strangeness-poor system.

In the above expression the interaction between nucleon and kaon is given by the K'N sigma
term Y g n and the Tomozawa-Weinberg (TW) type vector interaction. The latter interaction
is introduced by the “minimal” coupling as in the usual chiral perturbation theory. It gives the
different density-dependence from the standard one for the single-particle energy of kaons in
matter (see arguments below Eq.(7)). Since we are mainly interested in effects of the baryonic
mean-fields, however, this choice should not modify our conclusion at least qualitatively.

From the Euler-Lagrange equations the nucleon, lambda and kaon effective masses are given
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as

Mjy = My - Uy(N),
M = My - Us(A),

my = \/mi——z;‘;Npsw), (2)
with the scalar potentials:
%
US(N) = Y ( ) fQA]Z ps(I,)
Us(A) = g}o). (3)

The kaon scalar density p,(K) is equal to the kaon number density px at zero temperature, and

other scalar densities ps() (a = N,A) are defined by

ps( 2 )3/d3pfa(p)\/—Wa (4)

with the spin-isospin degeneracy factor, v = 4 for nucleon and v = 2 for lambda, and the Fermi

momentum-distribution f,(p). The scalar mean-field (o) is given by

9
(o)

Then the baryon single-particle energy is written as e,(p) = /p? + M*? 4+ Up(a), where time

components of the vector potentials Uy are given as

Ul(0)] = gops(N) + glps(A). (5)

w gwgw
Uo(N) = gw + 5k +32f4 —po(K)pn,
Uo(A) = g‘”g;“p +2°J—pA’ (6)

with the nucleon density py and the lambda density ps. Finally, the excitation energy of kaons
(K*,K%) wk(p) can be written as

wi(p) = /P> + mi¢ + Uo(K) (7)

with the TW vector potential, Up(K) = 3pn/8f2

If the nucleon Fermi energy er(N) becomes larger than M} + Up(A) + m¥ + Ug(K), the A
and kaon appear in matter, namely K+(K°) condensation occurs. Since the situation strongly
depends on the values of the A coupling constants g2 and g, we first need to examine it in
detail.

Naive SU(3) symmetry relation suggests that the values of A coupling constants are two-
third of nucleon ones: g2 = 2¢,/3 and g2 = 2¢.,/3. However, the coupling constants in RMFT
should be different from the bare ones because they represent the effective strength of the mean-

fields including many-body effects and higher-order correlations. The ¢ and w fields are brought
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about by not only the Hartree contribution but also Fock and higher-order contributions. For
the short-range interaction such as nuclear force the non-locality of the Fock part is very small,
and the Hartree and Fock contributions cannot be distinguished in the spin-isospin saturated
system at the low-energy limit. Furthermore we have not had enough information about the
interaction between nucleon and lambda. At present, then, we cannot determine the effective
coupling constant g4 and g2 sufficiently.

Studies of hypernuclei have indicated that depth of the A potential is about 28—30 MeV, and
that its LS-splitting is very small. Boguta and Bohrmann [14] have given g2 /g, = ¢2/g. = 0.33
by fitting the A single-particle level under the restriction, g2/g, = ¢3/g.. Rufa et al. [8],
however, have shown that the parameters allow more ambiguities for the case without the
restriction. These results imply that the Lambda fields are weaker than those in the SU(3)
relation !.

Here we would like to suggest one more important hint for the A mean-field from the optical
potential analysis in proton-nucleus elastic scatterings [16, 17]. In order to reproduce the proton-
nucleus optical potential observed experimentally, the strength of the vector mean-field must be
inversely proportional to the incident energy [16, 17] around 1 GeV of proton incident energy.
In general only the Hartree (local) parts contribute to the nucleon field at the high-energy limit
because the Pauli blocking does not influence nucleon with momentum far from Fermi sea. From
the optical potential analysis, thus, we have noticed that the Hartree contribution to the vector
mean-field is very small [16]. Since lambda is not affected by the Pauli effects, we can suppose
that the mean-field for A does not receive so strong many-body effects, and consequently the
Hartree contribution should be dominant. Hence the A potential Up(A) is estimated to be very
small.

According to the above considerations we prepare two sets of parameters for the coupling
of A to the nucleon mean-fields. One set (L1) is that g% = 2¢,/3,92 = 2¢,,/3 with the SU(3)
symmetry relation, and the other set (L2) is that g = 0.17g, (which is the minimum value

given by Ref. [8]) and g2 obtained by the following condition,
2
UL(A) ~ Uo(A) = S(Us(N) ~ Uo(NV)). ®)

In addition we use two kinds of parameter-sets for nucleon, PM1 (K = 200MeV, M} /My = 0.7
at p = po) and PM4 (K = 200MeV, M5 /My = 0.55 at p = pg), and Ty = 300 MeV for
kaons. The depth of the A potential given by Eq. (8) is a little larger than the experimental
value 30 MeV. However we have not known the value in the infinite-matter limit without the
surface contribution, and the small difference does not affect a rather qualitative study in this
paper.

Now we calculate the density-dependence of

Ap =ep(N) — Mg — Uo(A) — m§ — Uo(K) (9)

For other discussions about hypernuclei and RMFT, see Ref. [15] and references cited therein.
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in the no-strangeness system: pp = px = 0. At the critical density where Ay = 0, a pair of
A and K*(K°) appears in the ground state, namely K*(K°)-condensation occurs. Above the

critical density chemical equilibrium among nucleon, lambda and kaon ever holds,

er(N) =er(A) + px (10)

with the nucleon and lambda Fermi energies, ¢p(a), @ = N, A, and the kaon chemical potential

pr = my + Up(K'), which is identical to the strangeness chemical potential u;.

500

< 0
(0]
=
=
<
-500
- - == PM4L2 N
= reeeees PM4L2b -
—1000 - ] ] ] L | ] ! ] 1 B
0 5 10

Pe/Po
Fig.1: Density-dependence of Ap. The dotted, solid, chain-dotted, dashed and thick dotted
lines indicate the results in PM1-L1, PM1-L2, PM4-L1, PM4-L2 and PM4-L2b respectively.

Fig. 1 shows the results with PM1-L1, PM1-L2, PM4-L1 and PM4-L2. We add that of free
kaon with PM4-L2 (PM4-L2b) for comparison. In all cases kaon condensation occurs, while
the critical density is different. In the parameter-sets with L1 the critical .density is very high:
pc = 16pg for PM1-L1 and p. = 7.6pg for PM4-L1. The former critical density is too high to be
attained in relativistic heavy-ion collisions. It should be noted that these densities may lie far
beyond the applicability of our model, especially for the one in PM1-L1. In the parameter-sets
with L2, however, the critical density is not very high: p. = 6.2p for PM1-L2 and p. = 3.9p¢ for
PM4-L2. We should furthermore note the difference between results of PM4-L2 and PM4-L2b;
the critical density in PM4-L2 is a little larger than that in PM4-L2b. The effct of the TW term
is slightly stronger than that of the KN-sigma term at p ~ 4po. In higher density region the
TW term must become more dominant because the KN-sigma term cannot much contribute to

the final results due to the sel f-suppression mechanism [10, 11].
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In Fig. 2 we show EOS of the nor-

mal phase and kaon condensed phase (a),

EQUATION OF STATE

the effective masses of nucleon and kaon 400
as the ratio to their bare masses (b), and
the A fraction (pa/pB,PB = PN + p4),
(c) for PM1-L2 and PM4-L2. We can see

that kaon condensation reduces the total

Er/A (MeV)
N
o
o

energy per nucleon above the critical den-

i

sity. The effective mass decreases for nu-

cleon, while increases for kaon; the lat-
ter feature stems from the reduction of
the nucleon fraction. Although the re-
duction of EOS and the change of the

effective masses are not so large, the A

density increases rapidly, particularly for

PM4-L2. Since our model does not in- fi /
volve any field which works between hy- g01r ,/I
perons and the kaon-Lambda interaction, i ,’I
properties of the system above the thresh- 0.0 0 . 2' . i :
old are not quantitatively realistic except 08/ Po

near the critical density. So we should not ] )
Fig.2: Density-dependence of the total energy per

take these results so seriously above the nucleon (a), the ratio of the effective masses to the

critical density. bare masses for nucleon and kaon (b), and the A

Since the scalar density ps; approaches (kaon) fraction (c¢). The solid and dashed lines in-
to a finite value at the infinite density dicate the results for PM1-L2 and PM4-L2, respec-
limit in RMFT, the vector mean-field dom- tively. In the second column (b) the upper two lines

inantly affects the nuclear EOS in high- show the effective mass of kaon and the lower ones

density regime. Hence the difference be- show that of nucleon. The thick and thin lines in
tween the results of PM1 and PM4 comes

from the different strength of the vector

(a) denote EOS under kaon condensation and nor-

mal phases, respectively.

mean-fields. Namely kaon condensation is brought about by the balance among the different vec-
tor mean-fields of nucleon, lambda and kaon. Therefore the condition for K+ (K°)-condensation
is given as

> 0. (11)

As for the lambda potential the present parameterizations L1 and L2 should be the extreme
ones; the realistic value must be laid between two cases. In order to clarify the ambiguity coming
from the parameterization, in Fig. 3, we plot the relation between the critical density pe and

the ratio z,, = gA /g, under the condition (8). The critical density dose not strongly depends on
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the coupling gﬁ as far as g} < 0.5g,,, while it steeply increases as z,, approaches to 1. In our
view the value of g2 must be much smaller than L1 because of the small LS-splitting in lambda
hypernuclei and very small Hartree contribution to the nucleon vector mean-field. Hence the

realistic critical density should not be so far from that in L2.

20

]
1
i
I
i
i
1

0.0 0.5 1.0

Fig.3: Parameter-dependence of the critical density. The z-axis corresponds to the ratio
z, = g2/g.. The solid and dashed lines indicate the results for PM1 and PM4, respectively.

In summary we have discussed the possibility of K (K°)-condensation in high-density baryon
matter and suggested that kaon condensation is caused by the difference of the vector mean-
fields for nucleon, lambda and kaon; this difference becomes linearly larger with density. Thus
the possibility of this condensation depends on the strength of their vector mean-fields. We have
found a simple criterion for kaon condensation within RMFT (Eq.(11)). If parameters satisfy
this condition, we can expect kaon condensation at some density. The value of the critical density
depends on the value of the nucleon effective mass M3; at the saturation density. We have found
4 — 6pp for the critical density for the parameter sets, PM1- and PM4-12, whereas 8 — 16p¢
for the parameter sets PM1- and PM4-L1 which may be off the reliability of our model. The
typical value of effective mass is empirically known as My /My = 0.55 — 0.7 [8, 14, 17, 21, 22],
and our parameter-sets are consistent with them. Furthermore, it is to be noted that the small
LS-splitting of lambda hypernuclei and the very tiny Hartree contribution to the nucleon vector
mean-field suggests the small vector mean-field for lambda such as L2.

In this paper we have taken into account only the essential degrees of freedom for kaon
condensation in symmetric nuclear matter. They would be sufficient to discuss the onset of the
condensation, while we must consider other strange particles besides A and kaon and interaction
between strange particles to get a realistic description of the condensed phase.

Finally we discuss on the possibility of K+(K°)-condensation in high-energy heavy-ion col-
lisions. There is controversy at present about how a system reaches thermal equilibrium and to

what extent density and/or temperature are raised. Recent numerical simulations have shown
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that baryon density p/po = 7 — 10 can be achieved by the high-energy heavy-ion collisions with
several tens GeV/u like in the AGS energy region [19, 20]. In this case the system is expected
to be quasi-equilibrilium for the duration of 4 — 8 fm/c with the temperature T ~ 120MeV
[19], which is still below the pion mass. Hence K+(K©°)-condensation is very plausible to be
generated in the high-density regime. In the heavy-ion collisions around hundreds GeV/u like in
the SPS energy region it depends on the model whether the system is stopped and equilibrium
is realized[23]; e.g., temperature becomes T' = 140MeV in the RQMD simulation [24] which may
be a marginal temperature for our discussion to be applied. K+ (K°)-condensation, once occurs
in course of relativistic heavy-ion collisions around the AGS energy region or a little higher,

would give rise to a new phenomenon for dilepton production [7].
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8 MM EMAYVRTARIIZE D < collective flow D
*ﬁ%ﬁz}@@gg@ﬁ@*ﬁ

B TR, 4K B B8 0% BN B
JERE, BILRTFEKR

'

A full (3+1)dimensional calculation using Lagrangian hydrodynamics is proposed for
relativistic nuclear collisions. Initial conditions for hot fluid is given with the aid of
suitable event generator instead of using Ansatz. The calculation enables us to evaluate
anisotropic flow of hot and dense matter resulting from non-central and/or asymmetrical
relativistic nuclear collisions. Using this model we discuss effect of phase transition to
collective flow in AGS energy region.

1 FC®IC

QGP R DERIIBLDOHEKRENGEED—DTHD, BEIRNF—EBEA T EHRE
BOEROMBED S, IXIELRMANRINTNS [1]. QGP RO T FIVIRRICE
MTHBEEZENDHDD—DIT collective flow BT 53, collective ow DEERIZ
BT BT AGS [2, 3] 7T/, SPS [4, 5, 6] IZBWTHERICHEINTVS, flow
DD BENIEME ORBHBERICHEIDONTNBEEZSNTED [7]. £2 QGPHE-NER
O AH DS 2Z I ANz RQMD 12X 547 [8] BTl TW 3, corrective flow D
RTINS RYE OREFER, HEE EZ W EHRENHS MRS DTN /RS
N TS, corrective flow IZDWTOFHEZFANWERBEDOHEIZRDODHONH TSNS,

reference coments output
. . .. hydrodynamics and
[9] without symmetrical condition ydrody )
collective behavier
. , . . space-time evolution
[10] Bjorken's scaling soluion P ..
phase transition
11 Bjorken’s scaling solution elliptic and hexadecuple flow
12 without symmetrical condition | antiflow of nucleons

[10]. [11] IZDWTidEZRE 5 mICBIL T Bjorken O [16] ZAWEETEL TS, —
FELZE (3+]1) RITOREHERE TV I 0P aE2ANTHHREZRERTICHRNTY
%, TUTHIMIRBEICDONWTOBBKREBZ RN, WREBONROCHHNES EII/8T
APTAXTHOTIIARL, KDHEHENLRIHESHAE L T URASIMA OEREZANS,

! E-mail:nonaka@butsuri.sci.hiroshima-~u.ac.jp
2E-mail:nsasaki@butsuri.sci.hiroshima-u.ac.jp
SE-mail:muroya@yukawa.kyoto-u.ac.jp
4E-mail:miyamura@fusion.aci.hiroshima-u.ac.jp
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2 ETFIDEREA

ZZTiE AGS DXV F—EEBRICEHEE T 5. AmNEHEARE D, X DEHENIZY)
HIRHELTAR PPz R L —% URASIMA O#RZ2EAT 2. ARKFINY—F v b
BT 2B 0IRTZERN SREORERBENEE S SRET 5. URASIMA THS N
BT RNF—EE NUAUEREETHZONL. REOKRERBIIRE S(ERT >
DY)V TES., TORD, REBEFERXZANT, TRXNVF—BEINVT HEEZRE L
LZRT > Y VICBET DREND D, Hikl L TORERRIIENENORERS D
BEEFERT OO IVNT ) —X7 7 hEH (18] 2T £ THS (14

AR bT xRV —% URASIMA (Ultra-Relativistic A-A collision Simulator based on
Multiple scattering) i& <JIVF « Fx A2 - EFINVTRHRE DT SENS (18], €L T (3+1)
RITDOHEM RO BHEHERNEAERNHREZBNTIIS T P aEZHNTROY TN S,
REOHMNBHARREREOLEA 1 T—E2RAWRBTTH S, 5752V ae2A
WBFED—DIE. —DORBERFITEE L., TORE. LFERT v )L flow EED
EHBEROREELEZEREBAD I LICHD. TOHR, HEBOEENEDOKD KRN
LONITDNT, —DORERR DIRDFLVNNOSEEMTTEL LEDNS.

RIZHIROZHRAEFBERERL ZDICANSREFERE LT, HEBEZZRIZAN
EHDEANRBNHDERD LT3, 2L TENS6ORROLBREZTT., HEROZENE
DOEDTENZONENEITD. HEBRARNESIIHRREZ 2 [GeV] X TERICAN
NROZOBBSEOREFERNEEZ S, —F, HEBAHSBEETHEBOREIT 1
KREREL. QGPHHICDOWTIE uds V4 —2 ETN—F 2, NROCHEIZDWTIE, B
BRAEFEETIV [15] 2HWVWD., ZTT. HEBIREN 160 [MeV]. {LFRT > vl 0 [MeV]
ZBITB N FERIL 233 [MeV] TH B, 2HEFMHICIDNTIE, QGP HOLHDZEIG A
WHEEL, A OFFERRZIED,

em(A\T*) = Aeg— (1= Nen(T™)
nem (A, T = Anpg — (1- /\)nBH(T*) (1)

T e BTRNF—BE, ng BNUFUEEE. T 13K 2 LOHOERGE LORE &
{E2RTF Y VDETH D, BREIZT7 V-7 b LUEFRERFIZH L T Cooper-Frye

— _ 60—
E 6 % B l/'
S SRS = _ |phase boundary QGP phase
> RS 1201 p
S 4 R ~
‘E' 2
0 80+ hadron phase
2000
200 40 :
Ha[MeV] 6 400 800 1200 1600
pa[MeV]
1. HEBNH 2B/ G OREBAHER 2: FH



JAERI—Conf 2000—011

0 /QG'P pha'se ' ’ ' ' 0 /C.)(T:P phase
; 5 H _
— E
s =
£ Ny
>>- r én I
2 004} -0.04f ‘
L i . - - - ith phase transition
coaT xgnomi::atsr:?;tézri]tion i — Vithout phase transition.
008 " | Mixed phase Hadron phase 0.08 | Mixed phase 'Hadron phase |
o 6.0 12.0 o 6.0 12.0
t [fm] t [fm]

3: Aut+Au 10.8 AGeV. Au+Au 20 AGeV D (z,y,2) = (0,—1,0) ITHBFAENVF > T0—
DOEMEROET., ZELTWSDIE y FAOT7O0—TH 5,

formula [17]

dN gn / 1
—_—= p# 2
3P  (27)3 J, doy, exp[(P,UY — pug)/Tf|+ @)

ZRWKT A ZRD D,

3 BE#ER

Z ZTiE Au+Au 10.8 AGeV & Au+Au 20 AGeV., 1 2N XS A—F 6 [fm] IT
U THEBZZRBIZANEZRBE EANLBVWESIZNT S, flow ODRZERBOKRTZ BT
B, MEDKERBEEI VIV akTE> TWAEDIZ, —DORERFICEET S
ZERXIDHEBRNDE IS TWADM, FLT,. TNNEDXS>REEBELEZ 50,
EEFIBZENTES, M3 Tid AutAu 10.8 AGeV & AutAu 20 AGeV IZBITBALE
(z,y,2) = (0,—-1,0) HBHERFONUF > 70— DORKMELORTFERL TS, T
&V AGS DI FRNF—ER TIIHEEBOZBII/NS NI &5, LML 20 AGeV
DHTIIENKEL B> TVBRIENS, TRINVF—NKERD L, HEBNDIEEE
BNBED flow DENKZLRBEHEAICHS EBb5.

LIIHRBREFDBITDBELMLERT DY VBHRERZ EO XD IZELLTI2O0E
RLUTWB, AFIRIVF—IN 10.8 AGeV T 20 AGeV & B L T QGP HIZ W\ 3K
NENZ ENbMh3, £72 20 AGeV OHIIHE ET 10 AGeV 0L 0 HIREITE <LFER
T NS WERICH D Z NN B,

3 EDANITRILF—I 10.8 AGeV & 20 AGeV OWTNH B OEEIID N
EWSERNES SN, UL, K4 X0 2 HEEHRIZWSREIE QGP HOES L HEE
LTEWEDHIZ 2 HHEFHOZEIIZIT S EEbNS, 2T, M5 3MERKEICBITAE
HEREZRLTNS, 5 K4 E£0, AGS OIRIVF—EHETIZ. 2 AEEHIIBNT
HEHEEN 0 TIRWZ ENbMS, DD 2 HEFRIZBWTHERIFROMEEZHD
=iC, HEBOFZENRRIIIK<AR> TS, BZIZK 612 Aut+Au 10.8 AGeV D vy
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S (0.-3,0) S 160f - 050/ (0-1,0)
N . (0,-1,0) = e -
.. L. - ) ‘\\
~ 120 0,7,0) |, *.._/—Pphase 120+ (0,-7,0) A phase
] *.. boundary | I ~. boundary |
80| £ 8ot
freeze-out freeze-out
40t ) . o ) A 401 ) R . M
0 400 800 1200 1600 0 400 800 1200 1600
n[MeV] 1[MeV]

X 4: Au+Au 10.8 GeV. 20 AGeV IZBITBFMERF DIBE (LR T > > v )V OREEIEAL.
VIHIRHETENETN QGP #. 2MHEFEMHE. NRo Hbich-omEEZERICEBL TN S,

DA T BRGA—FEFRERT, v i

%gNMﬂﬁﬂqu@+ﬂwwd%M (3)
DK ST elliptical low DEELRIMBRTH . M6 KVREBHFERICLEEITIFE
WNEBBZ EIZTERN,
Jy © without phase transition
T T ] 08 ——  0.08] + with phase transition ‘
160 e e SR . g; —
>k P 0f —
Q I '
S 120 Rt [GeViAm3]
—  F N A #
=~ ;
sor =703 .
B T 850 | 1200 1600 S L] : - :
h [MeV] b [im]

5: phase boundary i D E 1AL X 6: vy

DA UINT RIST A—F
DT =

4 F&OH

(3+1) RITDOHEM R RARENC X VIREN DL LEE LTI MR L —%
URASIMA OfRZEEA LA, T TlE AGS TXINVF—ERICB T 2T 52T,
EBEZZRICANIZBEEEANTRNERIIDONT, HEBOD flow NOEEBII/RAI N &2
ol ZTRTEEZ 2 HREHICWAKEIZELS TH. 2 HtEHE LOEHEEN 0
TRWEDIZ, FEN 0 TRESEROEZ DL, FOREBHERD flow NOEEINE
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NEWIERNESNEEZEZENS, LAL ZOHRIE AutAu 10.8 AGeV, Au+Au 20
AGeV BT BB TH 5. T 5T flow DAFHI RN F—EKEFEOEBITNLETHDHLE
b, £ TREBEOEDICHRRME S L THREDRZEREBRIA X 2RE 2 AKNER
FENY —5 v NORETFREBEDRITZEREZEAL TS, CRIKDVWTORKRELE
THDEEADLNS,
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Hydrodynamic Description of Non-Central Collisions at SPS energy

EBHEHX
EREAREET 2N mEER
Tetsufumi Hirano
Department of Physics, Waseda University, Tokyo 169-8555, Japan -

Abstract

We study the non-central heavy-ion collisions at a SPS energy within a relativistic hydrody-
namic model. We analyze the second Fourier coefficient v of the pion azimuthal distribution
and show the effects of the resonance decays on the azimuthal anisotropy. We also discuss the
possibility of creating the unusual distribution of hot and dense nuclear matter at the SPS
energy.

1 FC®IC

FXNRE L > HREOYED BHO—DIR, Bk - BEEE VLo REWEOBBREAIZRIT B
BABERZRET D ENET 505 [1]. FIZ CERN @ Super Proton Synchrotron(SPS) D #zZET
FINF—TE, <HLWVWBEHEHTHE 74— - JI—F> - 75X (QGP) WAHIRT 51
BEDHDZIENG, ZOFBRIFINF —FEHBRICBWTINRF OCHE QGP HEOROHES 2 #H
TBHIEEFEBICHEIREN. £EIT, BV BERIED S BIRPLEHRDOA N MIFEELIES T,
ZOFFLERIIHERTOD M v 7 A2 HMNREFTETT IV OB THRT 5.

2 HEXMROFREET I

HNBRERETT I, BLRNF —BEFEEHERIIBVWTERINLHER - BEERYEORERE
2, LRVF—  BHROREN, BEUNVZ VEBEORENZANTERTZHDTHS:

o, T* = 0, T =[E+ P(E,ng)lu*u” — P(E,ng)g"", (1)
dunls = 0, nl=ngu’ (2)

ZZT, E,ng, Put i3, FNTNIT RN —EE, NV EBE, EH, A THEEZEL TS, RO
ZERREZ LR T D7eDITITREBFER P(E,np) 2ROZLENDHD. SEITINR O HE QGP H
DRI 1 REEBEZEZTETIVEANS [2].

BL DHENBRTAETT IV TR, ETRIET 4 T4 SHECREBRSHRE DO L RTFHHEHERT
BEITHHNT X—F &2 B, RO I EI ELBRENFELRSHHATESZNE SN 2FHNS
EVWDNHEE B (FEIII TR (3] #3H). SEIZ CERN SPS I251F % Pb+Pb 1584 GeV D3
DEREZEEL, HEREZ b="m AL ZRES I 2L —>al 2fFok. ZOE, CERN O
NA49 7 —7 it L 2 HEEREE 6.0 < b < 8.0 fm DHEAICEEL ZABHEZH - ENR O EY
EROTOR OSETF 4 T4 BHEBRTILICHUHNT A—r 2R, £F, A, &
ROELRICBNWTEAAVBNBENOO—L VL ZERORE X 28 0 #E /=K%l (passage
time: to ~ 1.55 fm) EBAZE. Z ORFZILIRI, RFFRFENERL , RORERBEZRETT IV TR
BTEDERET 2. ZOHRELTOHFLHEICBT 5 T RIVF—HFEIL Ey = 10.0 GeV/fm3, N
DA EEIL ngy =0.76 fm=3 EBAZE. LT TIRIDNS A—=F v 2 ANTEFZTS.

3 FPEYOI1: EARIO—

ZTHZBEAE T O— (elliptic flow) 2R LOEEHD—DIIRDEIEDBDOTH B, £THL
BRIZBWTIIRITIFMAFT I ONTHIHMEZFoTH O, TOHMICN T 2 EOERIES
HTHD. EITIORIHMLT NONRH| 2HEALEETROBENEDL Sk TIHE] 2RTH
KXo THEOBEREIIEHE S LEHAD. 20 TORB ) ICHETIONHERKTHD, NIFE)
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Total  { Exp. data (NA49 Pleliminary)

.......... Thermal ~ 6.5< b<8.0 fm, 50<P:<350 MeV]
----- p—T7T

Figure 1: # HETFORA 7 O—D SEF 1 7 1 KFH.

WHYT2HONEAMT O—-TH 5. FINITROONAE RKELTHE (ThbbEEREE K
ZLLTWHR), ZRICHTBBEBRELS D (HBHE IO RELSLRB) ZENHHEINh 3. &
HENORBIIHL TREREEZREZ IRTIUT, F0WNAH & REIE MM L S OBk FEDAHE
BRE2HEDOTHA D, EZAMNONBDOELITHL T, HEBOLE - ELEHREBOBVEDIDO L
578 TR¥E/R (anomalous) ] BEMNE T OMHBIRERA < TH, TN X D NEOREBZE HHIS
BTENHEBIITTHS. o B, BREREZEEL TNHROI XN F —BERZE(LIRT, FOBE
2R3 EWSEHEEKEN. BAEMIZIE, AGS, SPS, RHIC W - B3 HET RIE —DEE
BROSSE, H2RFE->HBOEERBEO IR M 2RVEL, ZOREERBEVWSIHBDOTH 5.

DL REREZDEI, ETIXSPS DHRIRINF —IZBIT 5, HAEEREOHRICLIZ >~
KR T 0O—-DR5Z N2 ENRNRETTIVICESEH/ITL T, BHER T O—38/T 25T
DOHFMADTIIBIT S 2ZBEO T — U THE v, TREMFTENS [4:

dN _ N
dp 2w

ZORAET O— v RERYEROERSEEZMEDENTHBRITINEEZL [5, 6], -8RI
o TERENEMEDRTEDESNERIOIBERTH S L EbNTNS (7). FLEEI
BOTIREFNICRALENZERIN TS LERBTHERBRIIS 2500 8], FHLEHER
M BN T D ERICBFTEEENZRIN TNBENE SNTHS M TIZARWN. EBREKIZIZ CERN O
NA49 7N —T Lo THLIET 4 T 4 fHET vy ~ 4% EWSHENESNTHD (9], ThidH
FEFNVICEDILSFE ] K0 b/MIN. ZOEREREN S EhOEHR KIS TIIELR B PEITER
ENTHEHBPBEATERNEIAY R TIRIDD S [10]. TZTRLIINETORBET N
KEDHEIZBNTERINNERKRBICBT 2 BRI TORBRERKOFSE2EZEL /=, LRk
TRRGOREN S B SN =R, EEPTRERKT (ZZTIRERERF 2 « FHEIT) ICHE
TEHEEERD. CORBEOEHBEERIIROZE S ZLICKD, n PEFOEARIO—-DOSE
F 45 4 EEE RS, K1 L0, BEORES, S EERHINE r FETFOH (A8) TEX -5
BOEAMT O— vy DEICENRT, TRTO 7 FERIFOHFSGERD AN=HRE (ER) B Eh T
WS Z EMSMN S (BRSSO [13) 228). 512 NAYWY TN —T I LD BSNERT —5 213F
BELTWS.

MR E972 ) BOFH (10, 11, 12) WS EZX FHEL AL TD, [F2k | BEE2EEL T
ROFREETINTERT —F EABEORZIOEAR T O—-2B2Z ENHEE. £oT, 2D
EWS FEFILER (2L Z ORI TIIERREN 7 fm HE) THREEGVERTELEELS.
SRIABVICRR L DI, BHREROEIIHL T, ZOEFIVRE ZETEHATESZN 250
BIEFICHEHRENE BEDN S,

(1 + 2v1 cos ¢ + 2uacos 2 + - - -). (3)
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t = t0 + 7.5 fm, z=0 fm

18.29 J T T 1 T T

10 -

£ ]
2
R ]
-18.29 . S— . ,
-1395 -10 0 10 1395

X [fm]

Figure 2: #JRIBZIAD 75 MmBBLZEED 2 = 0 FHICBIT 2 ENSHAOEERN. EHIT
10MeV/fm? BIZ5 N TH 3.

4 bPEvY 2 <BHEYTFUF

B4 Teaney 5 i BNL @ Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) OEZR LRIV F —FHBEIZHBNT/
RO #-QGP HBIOHEBNRI 2L T5E, BRI > TERINEEMEDORERERDRTIC
EFICHEDRYEOLHANENDZEERHAL, 2N QGP HOBFEET SN E D X B EEERL
7= (K BHEND S F U A) 14,

BRLZHIHETITRL 2L D1, SPS TRNF—EHBICBWT, AEREF - N\R 02 RUIEBK
DTARNDIEF 4T 4 —0F6, AL IKEHERFo T »n PRTFOAFMALFMOEHM I O—-O I
F AT AREH (V) 2ERTZHES I 2L~ a v ORBEF>TVWS, £IT, SPSITXI)
F-FHRIIBVWTH ZOHFWRYEDDHNRHEREINZNE DPEENDTHE.

2T REDOWRAEELN S 7.5m FBBL 72EZ2D 2 =0 FHICBIFBENDHETH 5. HEBN D
BEE, FIHC QGP HIEEL 2REZERIIENARICL 720N o T, BN KBRS 5. —7F, #IHiIiC
QGPHENR O HDEE 725 2 HHESH FIRICIZBEHEEL 0 AU ITHFEL TWHiERA1L
FEHEENFEAE RN ENS, FRUFZERL 2. 2070, FIICESHICEEL HREEN
FAROHRERAICTHERTY S DERAL T, 2O T EITED, B2 UK ENE R ZITRMA
MOBHL TN ZEBH DX B, Teaney BRI ZDBRFIZLDHFEED T ) -7 FBHEN B
B (K 2HDORERITHY) 1225 FRL TSN, SEHOFEERNSIIZOL SR _EREIT
Ronnihok. LML FNGENE SBBOEASmIESNE (M2 2 RE). (z,y) ~ (0, £5)fm
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HEISFMAEERD 3 FEICHEEL , FICHRHALRDTVED, EHOENNEBRDEHRDO X SiEiE
WSO TWBZENRETENS, ZOIENS, EBESPS DX F—EHETD, <34H0DT 5V
A=, BERTFEEYEOTDRAFBBRIN-THEENENEEZX LS. ZOFDREE M
izl T B NMISHBOBETHS.

5 L&

4Bl SPS OWRELXINVF —HRIC BT, P OEFRICRARBEREZ ANRIRGEET IV EANT
BT EfTo/. n FEFORAR 7 O—IZDNWTIE, LY 2 AR FOHEN S DF SN « PRIFL
HROBHY T O—2RD IR, COKER, ERT —F2ERTDHENTEL. CHIEPLEHRICS
WTHREHFENRRERBEOHBBNRDIIDIEERBL TS, ZOERT -5 2 HFHT 55HHE
DEANZZERZBCEHERMCBERLE TR TAS L, HBHLTIRIRERROBFTIHALD
HRNAOFBREANNSDNE SREENREND Z NG o7, SBRIZZOBENERNICRZ &
NTEBNE SNEHERT DLENDS.
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Abstract

We study mass and angular distribution of Intermediate Mass Fragment(IMF) pro-
duced from p(12 GeV)+*%7Au reaction by using JAM cascade model combined with per-
colation model. Although the mass distribution of IMF is well reproduced, the experimen-
tally observed sideward peak of IMF angular distribution is not explained within present

JAM-+percolation model.

1 Introduction
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JAERI—Conf 2000—011

KD T T T AV MEFBEBIZOWTHIET 51013, EREBHBICOWTORE % 5/MNRIZHE
5L ET, REBET AT OEEZ 2 CERTIEHRERICLIBRDOGHPLETH 5,
20L& RELEEL LT AR VYOHEBEICL D, RIB2ERTAHMBEHNI I 2
LV—a VBRND B, FIT, ABFETIE., MENT I V-2 a VEERICED., 12GeV IE
FASIZ BT 5 IMF A5 EE OBRBRELEA S,

45
Pgean=14.6 GeV/ic ——
4 Poean=12.8 GeV/C ¢
Peean=10.0 GeV/c e
100 T T as | Pgeam= 6.0 GeVic ——B— |
Poeam=12.0 GeV —+— '
80 |
=
> 60t
bl
g
= 40t
£
<
20 |
0 1 1 1 1 il 1
20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Lab 0520 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
B 1 p(12GeV)+1"Au B AR S 6
TN Lab
% Na FINAOEERRZROMASA [4
- ) K2 p+97Au B HERENS CH

WARD EERE RO M HH DT A5
IRANVF-IIHT B KEN 5]

2 Microscopic Simulation Theory
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2.1 Hadronic Cascade Model(JAM)
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2.2 Percolation Model
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3 Results and Discussion
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3.1 Fragment Mass Distribution
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3.2 Fragment Angular Distribution
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4 Summary and Outlook
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11 Parton Cascade Description of Nuclear Collisions at RHIC
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RIKEN BNL Research Center, Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, New York, 11975, USA

The baryon distribution is studied by using a parton cascade model which is based on pQCD
incorporating hard partonic scattering and dynamical hadronization scheme. In order to study
baryon distribution, baryonic cluster formation is newly implemented as well as hadronic higher
resonance states from parton/beam cluster decay. The net baryon number and charged hadron
distributions are calculated with different K-factors in which parameters are fixed by elementary pp
data at Ec.m. = 200 GeV. It is found that baryon stopping behavior at SPS and RHIC energies are
not consequence of hard parton scattering but soft processes.

24.85.-+p,25.75.-q,13.85,12.38M

I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy ion experiments at BNL-AGS and CERN-SPS have been performed motivating by the possible creation
of QCD phase transition and vast body of systematic data such as proton, pion strangeness particles distributions,
HBT correlation, flow, dileptons and J/+ distributions have been accumulated including mass dependence and their
excitation functions [1-3]. Data from forthcoming experiment at BNL-RHIC will be available soon.

Strong stopping of nuclei has been reported both at AGS and at SPS energies [4,5]. It is reported that baryon
stopping power can be understood within a hadronic models if we consider multiple scattering of nucleon using
reasonable pp energy loss [6]. For example, within string based models [7-11], baryon stopping behavior at SPS
energies is well explained by introducing diquark breaking mechanism in which diquark sitting at the end of the string
breaks. Diquark breaking leads to large rapidity shifts of the baryon. Constituent quark scattering within a formation
time [8,12] has to be considered in order to generate Glauber type multiple collision at initial stage of nuclear collisions
in microscopic transport models which describe full space-time evolution of particles.

Event generators based on perturbative QCD (pQCD) are proposed such as HIJING (Heavy Ion Jet Interaction
Generator) {13,14], VNI (Vincent Le Cucurullo Con Giginello) [15], in order to describe ultra-relativistic heavy ion
collisions emphasizing the importance of mini-jet productions. VNI can follow the space-time history of partons and
hadrons. The parton cascade model of VNI has been applied to study several aspects of heavy-ion collisions even
at SPS energies [17]. However, original version of VNI implicitly assumed the baryon free region at mid-rapidity
during the formation of hadrons, because only two parton cluster (mesonic cluster) formations are included in the
Monte-Carlo event generator VNI [15].

In this work, The baryon distribution at SPS and RHIC energy are discussed using modified version of parton cascade
simulation code VNI {16]. The main features of the parton.cascade model to be used here are that implementation
of baryonic cluster formation and during the parton/beam cluster decay higher hadronic resonance states are allowed
to produce in order to be able to calculate baryon distribution in heavy ion collisions.

II. PARTON CASCADE MODEL

First of all, the main features of the parton cascade model of VNI as well as the main points of the modification
will be presented. Relativistic transport equations for partons based on QCD [18] are basic equations which are
solved on the computer in parton cascade model. The hadronization mechanism is described in terms of dynamical
parton-hadron conversion model of Ellis and Geiger [19-21]. The main features in the Monte Carlo procedure are
summarized as follows.

1) The initial longitudinal momenta of the partons are sampled according to the measured nucleon structure function
f(z, Q%) with initial resolution scale Qo. We take GRV94LO (Lowest order fit) [22] for the nucleon structure function.
The primordial transverse momenta of partons are generated according to the Gaussian distribution with mean value
of py = 0.44GeV. The individual nucleons are assigned positions according to a Fermi distribution for nuclei and the
positions of partons are distributed around the centers of their mother nucleons with an exponential distribution with

a mean square radius of 0.81fm.
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2)With the above construction of the initial state, the parton cascading development proceeds. Parton scattering
are simulated using closest distance approach method in which parton-parton two-body collision will take place if their
impact parameter becomes less than /o /m, where o represents the parton-parton scattering cross section calculated
by pQCD within a Born approximation. Both spacelike and timelike radiation corrections are included within the
leading logarithmic approximation. Elementary 2 — 2 scatterings, 1 — 2 emissions and 2 — 1 fusions are included in
the parton cascading.

3) Parton clusters are formed from secondary partons that have been produced by the hard interaction and parton
branching. The probability of the parton coalescence to form color-neutral cluster II is defined as [20]

0, : L;; < Lo,
Lo — Lj;
H’ij—)C = 1- exp(Ilo_—L;;,), Lo < Lij < L., (1)
(4
1, Lij > Le,

where L, = 0.8fm is the value for the confinement length scale and Ly = 0.6fm is introduced to account for finite
transition region. L;; is defined by the distance between parton ¢ and its nearest neighbor j:

Lij = min(Aqr, -+, Ay e+ Ain), (2)

where A;; = /r¥rj, is the Lorenz-invariant distance between partons. So far, only the following two-parton coales-
cence

g+g9g—-C1+Crg+g—>C+g,9+g—>C+g+yg, (3)
g+7—>C1+Cog+d—>CHyg, : (4)
g+9g—+C+qgq+g—>CH+g+g. (5)

have been considered in the VNI model. In this work, if diquarks are formed with the above formation probability,
baryonic cluster formation is included as

99+9—C, (6)
7G+3q—C, ‘ ™
Q192 + 33 = 133 + g2, (8)
@192+ 9 = 19293 + 3. (9)

Note that by introducing those cluster formation processes, we do not introduce any new parameters into the model.

4) Beam clusters are formed from primary partons (remnant partons) which do not interact during the evolution
even though they travel in the overlapping region of nuclei. They may be considered as the coherent relics of the
original hadron wavefunctions, and should have had soft interactions. Those underlying soft interactions are simulated
by the beam cluster decay into hadrons in VNI because additional possibility that several parton pairs undergo soft
interactions. This may give a non-negligible contribution to the ‘underlying event structure’ even at the collider
energies. The primary partons are grouped together to form a massive beam cluster with its four-momentum given
by the sum of the parton momenta and its position given by the 3-vector mean of the partons’ positions.

5) The decay probability density of each parton cluster into final state hadrons including hadronic resonances is
chosen to be a Hagedorn density state. The appropriate spin, flavor, and phase-space factors are also taken into
account. In the decay of parton/beam cluster, higher hadronic resonance states up to mass of 2GeV can be produced
in our model.

To summarize, the main different points from original version are 1) baryonic cluster formation. 2) inclusion of
higher hadronic resonance up to mass of 2GeV. 3) exact conservation of flavor, i.e. (baryon number, charge,etc).
4) reasonable total momentum conservation: total momentum is conserved within 10% at RHIC energy for central

Au+Au collision.

III. RESULTS
A. Elementary collisions

Since our version of parton cascade code differs from original version of VNI, we have to check the model parameters.
First, particle spectra from pp collisions at /s = 200GeV calculated by the modified version of VNI are studied to
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see the model parameter dependence. Here we see the K-factor dependence as mentioned in Ref. [23]. In Fig. 1,
experimental data on pseudorapidity distributions (left panel) and the invariant cross sections (right panel) are
compared to the calculation of the parton cascade model with different parameters on the treatment of so-called
K-factor. The calculations (upper three figures) are done by adding the constant factor to the leading-order pQCD

cross sections:
opocn (@) = K x a19(Q?)

with values K = 1,2,2.5. While bottom figure corresponds to the calculation changing the Q2 scale in the running
coupling constant o, as

opacn (@) = 059 (as(nQ?))

with the value n = 0.075. We also plot the contribution from parton cluster decay in the left panel with dotted
lines. The contribution of parton cluster decay which comes from interacted parton coalescence changes according to
the choice of the correction scheme. We can fit the pp data of pseudorapidity distributions with different correction
schemes as seen in Fig. 1 by changing the parameter (in actual code, parv(91)) which controls the multiplicity from
beam cluster. We have to check the model with various elementary data including incident energy dependence in
order to fix model parameters. Next we will present some results on nuclear collisions with those parameters.
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FIG. 1. Data on charged particle ((h~+h™)/2) pseudorapidity (left) [24] and the invariant cross sections Ed>c /d®p (right) [25]
from pp collision at 1/s = 200GeV compared to parton cascade model calculations with various parameters. The contributions
from parton cluster decay are also plotted by dotted lines in the left panel.

B. Comparison with SPS data

The baryon stopping problem is one of the important element in nucleus-nucleus collisions. Original version of
VNI implicitly assumed baryon free region at midrapidity, because baryonic parton cluster formation is not included.
Baryons only come from beam cluster, not parton cluster formation in the original version of VNI. We can now discuss
the baryon stopping problem with our modified version of VNI.

We have calculated the net proton distribution at SPS energy to show the reliability of the modeling of beam cluster
formation in the parton cascade model. Fig. 2 compares the parton cascade calculation for Pb+Pb collision at the
laboratory energy of Ej,; = 158 AGeV with the K-factor 1.0 (original version uses n = 0.035) of net protons with the
data [5]. It is seen that contribution from parton cluster is negligibly small, thus baryon stopping behavior is fully
explained by soft physics (in this case, beam cluster decay) when we chose the K-factor 1.0 at SPS energies. It should
be noted that there is no microscopic dynamics in the modeling of the beam cluster formation in the parton cascade

model, but it is a simple fit to the data of pp collisions.

L B L A B
[ Net proton (p-p)

— total (K=1
................ hard (K=1
———-total (K=2

~e = hard (K=2
s NAA49 central 5%

dN, 5/dy
B ON
-

1 1 1 I 1 L L ' 1 L 1 I L 1 L ' 1 ]

rapidity

FIG. 2. Parton cascade model calculations of the rapidity distributions of net protons for Pb + Pb collision at SPS energy
(Eiep = 158 AGeV). K = 1.0 (solid and dotted lines) and K = 2.0 (dashed and dash-dotted lines) are used in this calculation.
Dotted and dash-dotted lines corresponds to the contribution from parton cluster decay respectively.

C. Predictions for RHIC

The K-factor dependence of both net proton and charged particle rapidity distribution are studied in Fig. 3 In
terms of net proton distribution, there is no strong K-factor dependence. We can see that parton cluster formation
and its decay predict almost baryon free at mid-rapidity region regardless of the choice of K-factor, though there are
lots of protons and antiprotons at mid-rapidity. We conclude that hard parton scattering plays no rule for the baryon
stopping within a parton cascade model. However, note that string based model like HIJING /B [9,10] predicts proton
rapidity density of 10 and UrQMD predicts {26] 12.5 at mid-rapidity. However, as pointed out in Ref. [23], charged
hadron multiplicity is strongly depend on how to chose the leading order correction scheme.
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| Net proton (p-p) K=1 I Net proton (p-p) K=2.5
I Au+Au at RHIC T Au+Au at RHIC
60 ) net protons | net protons
=== protons === protons
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FIG. 3. Parton cascade model calculations of the rapidity distributions of net protons, protons, and anti-protons (upper)
and charged particles (lower) for Au + Au collision at E..r,. = 200 AGeV for head on collisions.

Fig. 4 displays the net baryon number distributions as a function of rapidity obtained by parton distribution from
parton cascade before hadronization with the K-factor of 1 (left) and 2.5 (right). Net baryon number of time-like
partons are distributed around mid rapidity region but its contribution are small as consistent with the net proton
distribution in Fig. 3.

150 ———————————
[ Net baryon number (g-q)
- K=1 .
total

timelike partons
~——- spacelike partons

rapidity

rapidity

FIG. 4. Rapidity distributions of net baryon number (g — ) obtained from parton cascade model before hadronization with
K =1 (left) and K = 2.5 (right) for Au + Au collision at E¢.n. = 200 AGeV for head on collisions.
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FIG. 5. Rapidity distributions of net proton (left) and charged particles (right) from parton cascade model with X =1 and
JAM for Au + Au collision at E..n. = 200 AGeV for head on collisions.

Finally, In Fig. 5, parton cascade model results are compared with that of JAM [27] to see the influence of baryon
stopping on soft physics. JAM is a hadronic transport model based on hadrons and strings. The main features
included in JAM are as follows. (1) At low energy, inelastic hadron-hadron (hh) collisions are modeled by the
resonance productions based on the idea from RQMD [8] and [12]UrQMD. (2) Above resonance region, soft string
excitation is implemented along the lines of the HIJING model [14]. (3) Multiple minijet production is also included
in the same way as the HIJING model in which jet cross section and the number of jet is calculated using an eikonal
formalism for perturbative QCD (pQCD) and hard parton-parton scatterings with initial and final state radiation are
simulated using PYTHIA [28] program. One can see from Fig. 5 that soft processes based on string picture largely
make protons shift toward to mid-rapdity. Note that string based models predict no baryon free region at RHIC.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, first, we have checked that different treatments for the inclusion of higher-order pQCD corrections
in parton cascade model can fit the elementary pp collisions. We have to check other elementary processes to fix
the model parameters. We show the net proton rapidity distribution at SPS energies to demonstrate that the beam
cluster treats underlying soft physics in the parton cascade model reasonably well for nucleus nucleus collisions. Then,
we have calculated the net proton rapidity distribution at RHIC energy as well as charged particle distributions using
modified version of parton cascade code VNI in which we newly introduced baryonic parton cluster formation and
higher hadronic resonance states from decay of parton and beam cluster. Within a framework of perturbative parton
cascading and dynamical hadronization scheme, we predict almost baryon free plasma at RHIC energy. The charged
particle rapidity distributions are also studied with the parameter set which are fitted by pp collisions. Strong K-factor
dependence on the hadron multiplicity is seen as previously being found by Ref. [23]. We can not fix the K-factor
from only rapidity and transverse momentum distributions for pj collisions.

In this work, we consider only two or three parton coalescence, but in dense parton matter produced in heavy ion
collisions, this assumption might be broken down. Inverse processes like hadron conversion to parton such as C' — ¢@
are also ignored which might become important at higher colliding energies.
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Abstract

Properties of the S;;(1535) resonance in nuclear medium were investigated
through the A(«,n) reaction for photon energies between 0.68 and 1.0 GeV. A
broad resonance due to the the S;; excitation in the C, Al and Cu nuclei was
clearly observed for the first time. The data were compared with calculations of
the quantum molecular dynamics, and the observed shape being different from
the elementary one is essentially explained by the medium effects such as the
Fermi motion, the Pauli blocking and effects of N-n and N-N* collisions.

1 Introduction

B, BFDOERIRED quark DEFOBRTFIFEHLZET EETEAOKTLTRLR -
TEHHESIND EVWHIRBNW EMC IR L ETHLPII 2o TETWAN, O LIFEF
BN TOBEFORFRIREICD R ENTWAIZ T TEREKD AREO—2TH b,

FEFERIIBW T, BTFHBIRED —D Pyy(1232) HBIRE (LLT A) OMEIZOWT
FEFEEZEBHE L7 RRINEMEROBER (v,r) KB THLAHESRL TS, 20 A
HIIZ BT 2 RFHENTORRNRKCOZETH-) ORCKEEY L5 &, A LBk
R4 ILUEEZRL. CORBIERNOBBIZES FTIFHTE L WD A VT —KER RO HE
ENTo —F. RBBROWEEE LEL CTABE, A LBEOIEIEA ) LB LR VE —HS



JAERI—Conf 2000—011

El o TWAEIIIRZ B, TNIZOWTIE, BFEAERL-& XEDOEFD Fermi &
By KD O FIREEIZ BT 5 Pauli Blocking DRIEM M, A-hole EFNMIZL Y FHBHIN S,

1.1 Second Resonance B (C & 1T 5 HELIBIKREED H R

A SEELE D TR L F — OEEIO S DT b . KA AR R b L 7 ek
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Li L) EVWEFEENTORTFH 2 ) OXNERINEEHETIE 25 OIBIREDOF 54552
DoONEL b EV)BERBEVERPRIN TS, TOHEBIRFIIEARET D Fermi £
BICX ) ZANF —RIERTERROATIIFHAT LI ENTE 2V,
ZDBBIZDOWT, M.M. Giannini %I quark E7NV 2 ZE L -BAEFOREEED
FHELITVWEFERIIB W TIE quark exchange DEIRIZ L D El, E2 BSR4 3 5 W HE
HEEHEL bl KO DERICL S E EL B 11%, B2 ik 22% @A L. E8RD
EEEHAT S, L2rL., fRPHEREOEENHBIIZINL OREIET TEART+45T
H5o

L.A. Kondratyuk FIXEFHENTOREBIREBLEF L DERIZL S collision width 23T
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MENELRIBAILA BRI KENE LT, AT D propagator ZLLTOED EXHZ

1

V8 — (Mg + 6Mg) + 3:(Tg + T'*) (1)
b T B+ R ORF IR BT 5 I TEFE O EEREIC KT § 2 BERBEIT 21T o720
Z DFER D13(1520) (ZBF L T collision width A5%) 300 MeV THIULEEREZ FHHT X
HELTWE, 72, TOMEIX RN HEMEREAH 180 mb TH 5 Z LITHIEL T2,

N3t M. Effenberger %13 collision width # AfEd DEL [7]. #he b Lzl
7 ET NV ThHSH BUU 7T IWVIZED X RRINCHEZZEEL TWwb, M. Effenberger
Fid

G, = Gp,r =

pr 3 o
I'niroswony (MR, PR p) = 4y /0 (2‘2 J)Vg v, / dQ NZSNNPNIPMS (2)
v. — (PR : PN1)2 - MI%MI%T (3)
(Pr-pPm)?

CEDSIRBED RN RICHTEFE L collision width AT B X TWAAE, 5 RN K
ISR EFE IR T AN TO shadowing DRIRICZ L 2 FIR{E% factor S & L TEAL TV 5,
BATO RN RUCHHEED LREIE 80 mb BETH 5, Ihid B FEOFY Ik
1.68 fm IZHH§ 5, I DFFER D13(1520) IZBL T collision width ¥ % 4 30 MeV T 5
Z&wmRL7ze LA L. 30 MeV O collision width Tid D;3(1520) DHEEIF % EEMIC
HHT DIEATHTH S, THITDWT M. Effenberger HiZEFHNIZBIT 5 p HEF
DEEIT % E D13(1520) — 77N channel DEFHATHOREELZHL SRS HLERZ
RLTWA,

B D M. Hirata 5512 & 2 EHABEAT [8] TIHETFHEATO (y,nr) KIBIZEB L TW
%o D13(1520) ZEZEZHFTIEH 50 % O FWEHT — 77N channel IZHET L, —F., &
FiZB1F S 4N — 7N channel 1213 Dy3(1520) — 7A, Di3(1520) — pN OFE5 O A
Kroll-Ruderman term, A pion-pole term, p Kroll-Ruderman term N &H5HE 2 b b, 1k
5DITIZ L B & Dy3(1520) DEFHEA T collision broadning NHEIZL ) T b D
BEROTHENIRKE CBITEREID Y, TOFHRICL > T4 Dia(1520) DEEE
REFHHATEZ L L TWAE,

CD XD ITHEARFETEANTORESBEHEICKEAE ) T & T Dig(1520), Fi5(1680) D
BAEZ o TV B EFRINEY, ZOWBOEL VHBIIRZEETODVTV RN, &
L, IO DIFEITICBVNTERA ZBERIERITKEAE > TWAE DT, IREMEBDT
DI ENETNDEREZFIT TS O L CHARDLENDH S, LA L Dis(1520), Fi5(1680)
T E A DEBKREBOXBIENLE L, BOBEVOIRVF —HFEEL TV B I-DE
BREICHBET A ZEDHEETDH 5,

% 2T, Dy3(1520) IR TOFREFHAOLBIREOEE L { bL L FHH 728 S$;,(1535)
WCHEB L7zs S11(1535) 1349 50 % O FUET Ny channel i B3 525, 1.7 GeV/c? ¥
TOZRNVEF -2 ROHBIRBO P TINLZT KEL UL EZFEODIT $11(1535) DAT
Hho LoTE, <1000 MeV TD A(y,n) RIGERIC X ) EFHAD S;;(1535) LB D
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BIFARBZENTETH D, D S1;(1535) i& E1 2D A% DT, Quark Exchange DX)
RI2L 5 ELE2 ROBIPEBEDEFHATEZ o TWDH D25 $11(15635) DFHEDH
NTOBIIZEHZEMTOZNIZENBLTHETTH L, $/2, VT RVF —HET
DEBRZTHI T LTI DI T 5Em D TREE %5, T72. mrN channel ~D L IIZ
10 % BEZDTHEATO T, 25 DFBIIEHLES,

1.2 (y,n) RISICH T B HEROHTR

p(y,n) DEERIT 1960 FERX D25 1970 ERITHT T LR TV B KIG L E W ERHED
b o & BREEREEIL Mainz MAMI TATh L7 B. Krusche 2 X % n JSGERKIED #E 1B
BOEER9) ThHb, TOFERTIIE, = 707 MeV ~ 790 MeV T D F B2 5 BIHEHE % )
FELTBYH., LEWENED p(y,n)p KEEIZ S3;(1535) 2 FRHL TR S 2 LAHS
2z L7z,

—7 . BFEEENE L2ERIGFE L { Mainz MAMI T47H 72 M. Robig-Landau %
D E, = 600~790 MeV T C,Ca,Nb,Pb(v,n) RKICDHEIE [12] 5B, TOEERIZL S
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2 Experiment

RIS ANE —IEBTEREEESZOEF Y 70 b0 Y ERERIZBWTE
BIEFE—22FHL TiTo 70, ERINARTOZANF —IRIL L5 MeV THD, 2D
EEBONTERIETOLANVF —ITE, = 680 ~ 1000 MeV TH 5%,
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3 Analysis and Result

BoNZTF— 5 DFHTIE. 29 KD Csl(pure) DH T K Z 72 Energy Deposit D& - 72
Csl(pure) & ZDEY 6 KD Csl(pure) ~D Energy Deposit = &L & TAFHKFD
IAVEF—LL, FlInb 7RO Csl £#NZND Energy Deposit D50 5 AGHHL
B2 RO, CsI D energy calibration (I 702 250D 600 MeV EFE — L4 %
CsI(pure) 58 D 1 R 1 RIZAFL TIr o7 BHPLBEINDG n DFEEEEn -9y 1
NY D 27 T EAEEERRITC L o TIT 0720 FNEND 4 O CsI D AGHLE &
IANVE—BRE D LIIAEEER

My, = \/(B1+ E3)? — (p1 + p2)? (4)

LI DEESNn S,

Fig. 3 IC4MEBIEL 72 A(y,yy) 1RV P OREEESMERT, 140 MeV/c? D i
0 = Yy ITXB ARV T, 550 MeV/c2 BN p = vy ICEBAXRY I PRDOLN B,
350 MeV/c? L D BWHEIHT/NNY 7757~ N % exponential . n 41X ;% Gaussian T
fit 95 &450EALAERTOREEES MBI §f =5.8+0.22% ThHh o7,

/Bonizng ARV MIDWTARKFIANVE -, £EK g OEBRZERTOEEE., £
n DERZARATOREAZNENIZOVWTLTOEBY
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Pb Collimator

Sweep Magnet

Pb Collimator

ic Scintilator

Tagged Photon Beam

2: EEBL v 7 v 7 Csl LEMRIER (CsI/L,CsI/R) 254 2 MY — L 81243 L 50~85°
DAFETHREIN TS, BN (Target) & CsIREZFDOEIZIZ v & T OMBTERF DO
DIDTFTAF v - v FL—F—DFREINTND,
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104
103
10

10 ¢

n e

6100200 300" 406 500 600 700 ,‘jﬁﬂ,,e?}l}g]

3: n =4y 4 XY b D invariant mass 53/

E, every 40 MeV
P, every 100 MeV/c
6, every 10°

ICHEIL TENEND yield Y, 215, £ D yield Y, & HRHIZFRD acceptance &L I12X 1)
MOWHERELY RO, BONTHAOMERELZESTHZ LI ) EMEFEEZ KDz, n DK
HAEERVCEHEED n - vy 1233 T 5 Csl ZERHIZFD acceptance & GEANT3.21
WEBYIalb—arEfEICL Y RD,

Bz C, Al, Cu BT (v,1) RICERTHEHRE O EEERIEENENOENEIZ Ta-
ble 12312F LB THot, 72, Figd I INOLDERERE T LOTERRLL
LDOTH5H, A, HEA, A=ZAIFNEFN C, Al, Cu BHOFKRIZHIET 5, C, Al,
Cu BHWITNOBFED . KIDHERBO L ANV —RIFED 2720 ke LBHEZRL T
Wb, FOHBETAILF —13H 900 MeV, TRIZPER TR TH 300 MeV TH o7,

#£ 1: C(y,n) KICHHEE

E,(MeV) | BHETE (ub) #ETERZE (ub) RELERZE (ub)
700 26.4 +2.6 182
740 39.5 +2.8 tie
780 57.2 +4.4 8
820 64.9 +5.4 ot
860 68.9 +5.3 178
900 71.7 +5.0 13
940 62.9 +5.2 pre
980 60.7 +7.3 33
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ofub]

300
250

200 r

150 -
100 -

50

............ oo b oo by by oo ba ey

600 650 700 750 800 850 900 950 M)(v]

[ 4: A(y,n) SUBLBFER : (L. BEA. BEAEZRER O, Al Cu BETHERE
BTH b, MPOBERIKIEELET.

% 2: Al(v,n) RICKTHEFE

E,(MeV) | BiERE (ub) HCRTESE (ub) Abhana= (ub)
700 46.0 +6.1 189
740 58.5 +7.0 158
780 96.1 +8.9 %
820 105. +8.8 i
860 116. +9.1 s
900 116. +11. by
940 109. +11. s
980 115. +13. APy
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% 3: Cu(y,n) RUCKTEE

E,(MeV) | BTHETE (ub) #ETERE (ub) RIEEZE (ub)
700 79.1 +19. T
740 127. +19. T
780 186. +28. 2%
820 194. +28. B
860 257. +30. re
900 228. +24. 2%
940 217. +33. T35
980 178. +40. T3

4 Discussion

b7z A(y,n) RISHTTETE DEEBRED O FEFEANTO $;(1535) D ILBIFL LB 2
VEF = BEMEEZFEL (NS0 QMD EFVEHE L DB RITo 72,

4.1 QMD : quantum molecular dynamics

quantum moleculor dynamics (QMD) model I} HHBETFT N T, EFEADE 4D
¥ % Gaussian E!? wavepacket & L THLY) ¥k [16, 17, 18],

i BEOBTFOEEE & ALE O PEN Pi(t), Ri(t) THERED VL O wavepacket 1$ T
DEHNEZ LN B,

$:(Ri(2), Pi(t)) = Wexp o RE Ly, (5)

£7:. Py(t),Ri(t) OEHHRRBESEBICETEUTOLB) 52505,

dR; O8H dP;  0H ®)
dt ~ 8P;’ dt ~  OR;’

Z DD Hamiltonian H I FHEAD TR NF —& 2 BFH D 2 AHEEH TR SN
5o HEMERICIE Skyrme BIFHEfEA . symmetry term %0 Coulomb M HEVEHASHL & A
INHBUTOEBYEZLN A,

H = Z\/m? + P?

14 1 B
+§%;<9i>+1+w0 1(pz>

1 e.e.;
—{——Z ——2 —erf (|R; —R; |/

2 oy TR VL)
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2p0 2 iCiPijs (7)
“erf” & error function TH b, ¢; i3 ¢t FEHOBFOEMTH b, ¢ 13 1 FHOEFI» %
FoLEL1, FHFOLE 0 DELZIL, (p) 13 i FEOBRTFEZDMOBRFEDELRD
BETHD,

1 (7) I2BW T, symmetry energy £33 C, £ 25 MeV £ 52X 6N Tn5b, 72, fafl
HFHEREIL 0.168 fm=2 & L72, Skyrme D/XF A—% 7 =4/3 T A,B RUBFOHEE/S
FA—F LIiTENTh

A=-248 MeV, B=141MeV, [ =0.6fm (for C) (8)
A=-223MeV, B=12TMeV, L=0.8fm (for Al) (9)
A= -186 MeV, B =106 MeV, L =0.75fm (for Cu) (10)

L7,
IHITE D, 120, YAl #Cu FRENOEKIREOFEESAIL Fig. 5(a) 12 RT@ED
Wood-Saxon #l% BIHL TWw 5,

30.3

Q.

0.25 0.15 |
02 f [
015 e 0.1

0.1
0.05 |

0.05

rall ) il L Lo
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 %?/[GGV/gJG

5: (a) QMD 2 B 2 ZBBORKRETOBTFOBESM: HHIE Wood-Saxon 12
o 72 BB SA;(b) QMD 1281 5 FREEOEERETORFOEFHESMA: BHRIEN (11)
N nRSWAREX: =i

T 7EEES M D Fig. 5(b) IZRTHED
3 1/3
pr = he <-2—7r2p(r)) (11)
IZHE D EBIEDA & HEBL TORELEN > TWAHD, 8 E LOEBTC—HLTWAE,

T, BFOEBEOHIED 2 EIFOTNIZL ZRIEOELROIANVY — /s HEH
THBRDEEIL 5% LTEEZONE. =7, (1,n) KIEDL EWEEE T AGHETFL
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BRI VED FEICEFH L TV ABEEORIEHEL 2 ADT, HTFOEBEDHENE
D2 EFOTNIC L DHENKE (VT B,

FHEIE. TV AIBARTO—DR T2 L TADNLIAE B, IR S 7 Si4(1535)
DIFNF - RO BBEIIAFREFIAVE - E, LIV 5 LRBEN L BTFOEHE L
DEEHZLVREEN S, T2 T, &TD (v,1) KIGiE $11(1535) BHEKEL 72, Lo
T, H(y,n) KICHIERE O EBRMBE L DI/ T 2 — 5 2 REL 72,

S11(1535) DEAEEE— NIk Nr, Np, Nar TH ) ENENDF v~ 3 VO FIERIILT D
RNOBN RSN,

k
r, = —ul (12)
ko
2 2
qr ¢+ qRx
= b’ ! 1
b qR,x et g2 (13)
2 2
r, = 47,5 " % (14)
4R ¢+ g
.. = b.T40(/5— My —2m,) (15)
Ftot = F‘n’ + Fn + F‘II"II' (16)

I T RBASAFERBIEFOELRTD AFHFDIRNVE = oy FEBRL T 7(n)
FHFEREBTFOELRTO n(n) FEFOEFHETH 5, TND k,gu(y) FRCDEL
ROEIANVFE — fs DBEBTD Y| ko, qrni 13 /s BHBE DEED K, gey) TH 5D,
Do ZHEBBTORBIREDOLIRTH 5, by, by by, bor 1 EHERIEBWIZB 5 ZNEND IR
E-FNDOPRHETH L. 720 My, m, ZENENEF RS » FHFOBEEETH 5,
INODEENS Sy DEFREEERD (v,n) KICEHERIZ LT ORDED Lorenz Hi#R T
KT ILIPTE 5,

ko 2 sT Ft t
= A-|-— = 1
s = A (E) o 1o

o. = A- @ : oL Lot ’ L
YN—-81199N k (s — MS11)2 + SFi?ot Lot

B ko) I, T,
=4 (7{7—) (S - ]‘4511)2 + SFgot (18)

CCT, ARRFEBTFD S, ORERESEEALHIERTH L, 72, M, & Si

DEILEETH S,

Particle Data Group [19] 12X 5 & KA DINT XA —F 1T

Ms,, | 1520-1560 MeV
T'o 100-250 MeV
b 35-50 %
b, 45-55 %
b ~10 %
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T&H 5o Mainz D 790 MeV T TOIZRLF — DA HTFIT L 5 H(vy,n) KHEER [9] 123¢
§ % B. Krusche £ S;; ® parameterization [20] Tid b, = 045 & L T

Ms,, | 1544 MeV
To | 212420 MeV
b, = 0.45

BHEOLNTWD, Fig. 6 DEMTRLIZDODPLFELD/8T7 A — 5 ZRAL 723548 D Lorentz
H#TH 5B, T, Fig. 6 DEERMEIZEND real photon 12 & 5 H(y,n) FIBIZ & 5 RiTH
R [9]. EUADPETFRELIC L 5 virtual photon |2 X ) RO -WrHITE [10]. £ LIS real
photon 12 X % H(y,p) RIETD missing mass analysis & 1) 155 L7z n JEA B0 &
[11] Z dn EL725DTH b, TD B. Krusche FD/3F A= DFAIANF —DEVE
CHTEREZ LH->TWh, SR LUTO@EY) D/XF X =5 2HRALHE .,

........

E 1 1 1
1400 1450 1500 1550 1600 1 700
0 Ggpz[Me\/]

6: p(v,n) RICHTTEAE D parametalization : BHIE M. Robig-Landau 50 9], EUA
(& M. Wilhelm % [10]. 21 LSME S. Homma 0 [11]) HIET— 5 Th b, T2, E
#id Ty = 150 MeV, b, = 0.55 T Lorenz Hi#i. H#IE Ty = 212 MeV, b, = 0.45 TD
Lorenz HI#RTH 5,

Mg, | 1540 MeV
FO 150 MeV
b 0.55

n

Bl 6 DERTRLAELICIZAINF -DOBWEEL GO/ ANT —EEOLVEETE
EREZ MR T 5,

DTS 2BY D5 A—F 12X DGRy ED D,

FHETIIZ0®B., HE4DRFOME L EBZEIZOW THUNFHE At BICEBRE IS5,
HFOREISEE L FBEICRTOEBREBREVERERRISDEI T (v,7) KInOFTEIZITZL
ToORIEEHARA TS,
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S11(1535) decay S11(1535) —» =N
S11(1535) = 7N

NN collision, RN collision NS;;(1535) - NN
NN — NSy (1535)

m,n absorption on N 7N —S;1(1535)
T]N %311(1535)

& ADOLORCHERIIZBEOERELZEIIL TS, ZDLE,| SIETRERE?E
FNEFN—BE—E. JCERERESBERBICENT V¥ LRI L T,
4.2 QMD EtE & EER{E & DR

B 7ICRTEBY QMD 2 &5 2C(y,n) RICHEEOFTERERIBON, HFROHE

100-

7: QMD 12 &k % C(v,n) RICHEEOFTEKR

WMITEERBOWHEBZETFHEEL /-3 DTH S, HL B. Krusche FIZ & 5 d(y,n) RIE
BTER QR R [21] 1258V, PHEFIH T AWERIIGTOHED 2/3 FL 34, FIzIE
CEMDEHET 0,- (6 + 6x0.67) ThHb, T2, TDWHD S13(1535) D/XTF X —%
(¥ Tg = 150 MeV, b, = 0.55 TH b, ZDFBEDUETEIC Fermi motion B LU Pauli
blocking PFIREMZ 5 & . MPOFMTRT LB . FBE X DIELFILEF ) E— 27 Off
Ed 50 MeV BERWIZ)ABETLIHEREL D, SNITEILEFEATO n BINORE
EMAAE, Mbo—m#loL B, KCHEEFBITAHEREL L, SNICEIR
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FHREFTD collision DENBZMZ AT L TCRFOEBRDEBIFEIND, T D collision
DRRIZE Y HEBTALRBIFICL)MEFEORE SIIAELK 2D, T, HbhoZ
HEHARIE S11(1535) DT A—F & Ty = 212 MeV, b, = 0.45 & L ER L FAROE % A
DANTEIELLHERTH 5,

C, Al, Cu ZNFNOEIZTT S QMD OFTERELH 8 IR T HHFDERKIE Ty =

ofub]

250 | ‘ }
------- i
200 P i
! T

150

100

——— L ST

50 . +4 - po-

950 1000
E[MeV]

8: QMD 2 & % A(y,n) RICKTEEDETERE R BH. BUAILZNZ N M. Rébig-Landau
£12X 5 O, Ca BIYTOERKER [12]0

150 MeV, b, = 0.55 T, H8EHIE Ty = 212 MeV, b, = 045 TOFERERTH 5, 5HHE
WERPERBELEHRTHEDL L, T =212 MeV DBEVTROBREIIOWT D EREZ X <
BET L, —H. ZTEEOF—5 % L) X HHAL TS I = 150 MeV TOFTERKRIT
800 MeV U TO LA IVF —FHBTIIERELZ L {HHRLTVWALDD 800 MeV LD
AINF—FEBTIEIZANNT -DPEL R BICREVFIEERIEREL D /NS <% 1) 980 MeV
TITEBRED 60%~80% BELIEEL TRV, 22T, EFHENTD NR— NN I
X % collision width DEEZEIZKEWE B D 5 DI & EOREIEDIEDB/NFMEIZ 2
RO, NEVERFED HDE E, = 800 MeV i TOMEEDBREFMII D25, X
72, ZFOM Py (1710) DES, 2 BFRIN, Di3(1520), Fi5(1680) % L BT OEHR DR
$11(1535) 5T & A, RUBATO o K - BRI ) FEL2EITXTRELHDE
T 0paa(v/3 =168 GeV) ~ 3ub BELRFED SN, EBRERLHHT 5 I2EART5TH
D, EOMOBATOHREZERT ALENDH S, €I T, Tp €D DOHFRETHATE
LT3 & L TEREDEMZIT > 720

Fig. 9 (3 &Big% B 8275450 QMD FHE L EREOLKTH S, ERIT Ty =
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ratio
- —h
2 0
]
e m—

0.8
;=250 MeV )
oe L ——- =200 MeV °:C
B =150 MeV = Al

- b,=0.45 a : Cu

0.4 | =---- [=212MeV
shonon oo B on n p o B o n » B | Bon n_n
700 750 800 850 900 950 1000

E [MeV]

9: T 2L L2HED QMD DOFTEHKE: ERAFESFETOD/NT A —F Ty = 150 MeV
TOFEBER BHHIE Ty = 200 MeV 12 L7z & &, — BRI Ty = 250 MeV D & & (2%}
o F72. HARIT b, = 045, [y = 212 MeV D¥d . ETOFERERVUERMEIX T) =
150 MeV OFIEEE D THObENRTWS,

150 MeV, b, = 0.55 TO, R §H#E Ty = 212 MeV, b, = 045 TOFTEHERETH Y., F
72y BARIE Ty = 200 MeV, b, = 0.55 T, —HgHMIE [y = 250 MeV, b, = 0.45 TOE}
BHERETHL, IERTOEBD Ty = 250 MeV TEEEZ X {HBHET 5,

[o % L CHITEFE % # C #24E13 initial channel DIEZ LT A DIZE L v, LA L, T
RE BT D initial channel D FESIHIE TR LI ICFNIZEREL RV, LoT, B
FHEATIE $1;(1535) DUEZ Db DD ELL TIRAHEIML TWATEBSH L EEL 5,

5 Conclusion

Al FEFEREN T OMBIRSRZ 515 5 D15(1520) DHEBRRIC & ) BERAF2h T
LREFHNOIKRBIRAE L AT ORBIRBOZRLHLPIITLILEHMEL., A(y,7)
BORS W T #E & B & o °C $11(1535) PRFENTUMTICEEI SN s 2% (b L {7,

R TIEASRFICDOWTIE, S13(1535) DT E BTV R UF —fHIHZ AR S 7
%, E, = 680~1000 MeV DEFBCTE—LIZED C, AL Cu B ZHEHL TEER2TT-
72o TOERDOKER. EFHITBIT A $11(1535) DR KBEESBE SN, 203
BT A VF —Id 900 MeV. LBIRILEMEIET 300 MeV TH o 72,

BoNT: Aly,n) RIGLWTERE b L ICBETHATO S,;(1535) DRBIEO K S & RO°
BHEEEREIZ DV TIRET 2 720101 . BF AN TORTF O Fermi EH X Pauli blocking ®
R, THFORTFEATORROMREERL 2T UER 520, IhH0%RE
& ATER THERE 09I SUBHT TR 2 SRS 5 7o 0 KRME S QMD 7V EHE & O HBERA &
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1T o720 S11(1535) DIIEIEE 150, 212 MeV & L. HFHEATOFD Fermi :£E). Pauli
blocking. 7 WA S11(1535) & HF & DHRILDOIRE L EALFEFR L EREL IL
BLALZIAIANVF —OFVERCHICHEEIEREZRCREL - TWHEEIE
Bihole TOWMHEBOARRTIZOWTEREFELTORIE L L T initial channel DEHITYTE
*EB L7z, EE SN/ channel i YNN B direct %2354, Dig ZHEHT 255, RO
Dis > 7N #RBEATAEEDI BN THENFVINELOFE S /NS EBMEINESHH
I3 ub UTERBELAZENTE, ERECHBIZEIATFTH o7z, T2, EFHEA
ThH NR — NN 12X % collision width DFEENEFHEATEIZKREVWERED 50134
EOBHERBOBEOB/NEMIZORDD) . AV ERFED 5 DIT E, =800 MeV LETOHT
RO BARFFMIZD%2A5H DT, 811(1535) BEDIKB I AN F — M, KUMET, €D b
DOWBEFHATEIL TV D L L TEREDFHEZIT o720 ZDRER. T = 230+15 MeV
TERENE HHAI N,

s, QMD STEL OB TRARY . BEFHERNTIIEZERIZHN §1,(1535) D ILIBIE
PHEML TV ATREEEH B EER b,

HL ., QMD EFLVEIEBREATOELE BT OHHEMIIE> TWbHIzDH ., BT
NTOD $;1(1535) & MBOFGTHB L DT HEOLELZ EFIFEMICEDIE) ZEHFTE
T, FORASFENAERICZ DL Z EREDR V. TDRDH, 5HI 0 S1,(1535) DHE
DEALIZDWTIREMNIT 57280 A(y,np)A — 1 RIGERZITW X ) BEENIZEFREAOL
BIREOHEIZOWTRRLLEND 5,

F72. QMD EFIVEIC X SRR (v,7) UG WTHIREFL . A, Dig, Fi5
BTONTFIC L ARSI L @R HENE 2 N5 OPRET 5 LEN H 5, T,
S11(1535) DFIFEHEIC DOV TR THA S &\ BT ERN T OSBRI RERIC 3BV TERE
S 7z Dy3(1520), Fi5(1680) DF G DHE RIS 5B DILETFRD bz iR
EoTBY, TOZ LI LAKENLZHBENGZ NPT A LI, BFITE
BRI 2B RO DL T EIIDRD D,
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Ferromagnetism in quark matter and magnetars

5 ffE
RARKRFH R0

Toshitaka Tatsumi
* Department of Physics, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606-8502

Abstract

Spontaneous magnetization of quark liquid is examined on the analogy
with that in electron gas. It is pointed out that quark liquid has potential to
be ferromagnetic at rather low densities, around nuclear saturation density.
Some comments are given as for implications on magnetars.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently a new type of neutron stars with extraordinary magnetic field, usually called
magnetars, has attracted much attention in connection with pulsars associated with soft-
gamma-ray repeaters (SGR) and anomalous X-ray pulsars (AXP). There have been known
several magnetar candidates such as SGR 1806-20 and SGR 1900414 [1]. Various analysis
including the P — P curve have indicated an intense magnetic field of O(1014~1%) G, while
ordinary radio pulsars have a magnetic field of O(10'2713)G.

The origin of the strong magnetic field in compact stars, especially neutron stars, has been
an open problem. Recent discovery of magnetars seems to renew this problem. Conservation
of the magnetic flux during the collapse of a main sequence star has been a naive idea
to understand the magnetic field in neutron stars [2]. Then the strength B should be
proportional to R™%, where R is a radius of a star; for example, the sun, a typical main
sequence star, has a magnetic field of O(10%)G with the radius R ~ 10*°~*cm. By decreasing
the radius to 10%cm for neutron stars B = O(10'?)G, which is consistent with observations
for radio pulsars. However, if this argument is extrapolated to explain the magnetic field
for magnetars, we are lead to a contradiction: their radius should be O(10*)cm to get an
increase in B by a factor of ~ 10'2, which is much less than the Schwartzschild radius of
neutron stars with the canonical mass M = 1.4Mg, Rs., = 2GM/c? = 4 x 10°cm.

Compare the energy scales for systems such as electron system (e™), nucleon system
(p) and quark system (g), then we get a hint about the origin of the magnetic field. The
magnetic interaction energy of electrons amounts to O(several MeV) for the strength of
B = 0(10")G, while it is only O(several KeV) for nucleons. For quarks, it depends on
the quark mass, but should be less than O(MeV). Considering the typical energy scales
for EM and strong interactions together, we may see that the strength of O(10'®)G is
very large for electron system, while is not large for nucleon and quark systems. Hence it
may be conceivable that strong interaction should easily produce the magnetic field of the

*E-mail address: tatsumi@ruby.scphys.kyoto-u.ac.jp
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above magnitude. Since there is a bulk hadronic matter beyond nuclear saturation density
(no ~ 0.16fm™3) inside neutron stars, it should be interesting to consider the hadronic origin
of the magnetic field; ferromagnetism or spin-polarization of hadronic matter may give such
magnetic field.

We consider here the possibility of ferromagnetism of quark liquid interacting with the
one-gluon-exchange (OGE) interaction [3]. One believes that there are deconfinement tran-
sition and chiral symmetry restoration at finite baryon density, while their critical densities
have not been fixed yet. One interesting suggestion is that three-flavor symmetric quark
matter (strange matter) may be the true ground state of QCD at finite baryon density [4].
If this is the case, quark stars (strange quark stars), can exist in a different branch from the
neutron-star branch in the mass-radius plane [4]. Usually one implicitly assumes that the
ground state of quark matter is unpolarized. We examine here the possibility of polarization
of quark matter.

II. SPONTANEOUS MAGNETIZATION OF QUARK LIQUID

Quark liquid should be totally color singlet (neutral), which means that only the exchange
interaction between quarks is relevant there. This may remind us of electron system in
a neutralizing positive charge background. In 1929 Bloch first suggested a possibility of
ferromagnetism of electron system [5]. He has shown that there is a trade off between the
kinetic and the exchange energies as a function of a polarization parameter, the latter of
which favors the spin alignment due to the Pauli exclusion principle. When the energy gain
due to the spin alignment dominate over the increase in the kinetic energy at some density,
the unpolarized electron gas suddenly turns into the completely polarized state.

In the following we discuss the possibility of ferromagnetism of quark liquid on the
analogy with electron gas. It is to be noted that there is one big difference between them;
quarks should be treated in a relativistic way. The concept of the spin orientation is not well
defined in relativistic theories, while each quark has two polarization degrees of freedom.
Here we define the spin-up and -down states in the rest frame of each quark. Then the
projector onto states of definite polarization is given by P(a) = (1 + vs¢)/2 with the 4-
pseudovector a,

(2.1)

for a quark moving with the momentum k = (Fy, k).
The exchange interaction between two quarks with momenta k and q is written as

1
(k—q)%

where the 4-pseudovector b is given by the same form as in Eq. (2.1) for the momentum q.
The exchange energy is then given by the integration of the interaction (2.2) over the two
Fermi seas for the spin-up and -down states; eventually, it consists of two contributions [3],

€op = €romIlip 4 (Jlip, (2.3)

2g2 mg My

kaxQC' = §m_g Ek Eq (22)

[2m2 —k-q—mla- b

The first one arises from the interaction between quarks with the same polarization, while
the second one with the opposite polarization. The non-flip contribution is the similar one
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as in electron gas, while the flip contribution is a genuine relativistic effect and absent in
electron gas.

I1I. EXAMPLES

We show some results about the total energy of quark liquid, €;,; = €gin + €cq, by adding
the kinetic term ¢g;,. Since gluons have not the flavor quantum numbers, we can consider
one flavor quark matter without loss of generality. Then quark number density directly
corresponds to baryon number density, if we assume the three flavor symmetric quark matter
as already mentioned.

There are two QCD parameters in our theory: the quark mass m, and the quark-gluon
coupling constant a,. These values are not well determined so far. In particular, the concept
of quark mass involves subtle issues; it depends on the current or constituent quark picture
and may be also related to the existence of chiral phase transition. Here we allow some
range for these parameters and take, for example, a set, m, = 300MeV for strange quark
and a, = 2.2, given by the MIT bag model. In Fig. 1 two results are presented as functions
of the polarization parameter p defined by the difference of the number of the spin-up and
-down quarks, n} —n; = pn,. The results clearly show the first order phase transition,
while 1t is of second order in the usual Heisenberg model. The critical density is around
ng o 0.16fm™2 in this case, which corresponds to nq for flavor symmetric quark matter. Note
that there is a metastable ferromagnetic state (the local minimum) even above the critical
density.

ng=0.3fm™
my=300 MeV, 0,;=2.2 LA A A
244 T T T T T T T T T f be=0 —
........ . .l 1=0 —- 1
242 | P x1=0 -
a0t - Sr 7
288 T ng=0.2 (fm%) ] 4l ]
% 236 | 4 s »
= 3L 4
& 234 .
% 2r
& o3| s .
Ng=0.1 (fm™)

230 . 1k

0 1 1 L 1 1 1 1 1 L
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

® 0701 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 05 1 my (MeV)
p
FIG. 1. Total energy of quark liquid as FIG. 2. Phase diagram in the mass (m,)-
a function of the polarization parameter for ~ the coupling constant (@) plane. ée in
densities n, = 0.1,0.2fm™3. the nonrelativistic calculation is depicted for

comparison (the dotted line) .

Magnetic properties of quark liquid are characterized by three quantities, é¢, x and n;
6¢ = €t(p = 1) — €401(p = 0), which is a measure for ferromagnetism to appear in the ground
state. For small p <« 1,

€tot — ftot(P = 0) = X_lp2 + O(P4)- (3-1)
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X 1s proportional to the magnetic susceptibility. In our case it is less relevant since the phase
transition is of first order. Finally, n = O¢t/0p |,=1, which is a measure for metastability
to to exist.

In Fig. 2 we present a phase diagram in the m, — o, plane for n, = 0.3fm™2. The region
above the solid line shows the ferromagnetic phase and that bounded by the dashed and
dash-dotted lines indicates the existence of the matastable state. For heavy quarks, the
ferromagnetic state is favored for small coupling constant due to the same mechanism as
in electron gas. The ferromagnetic state is favored again for light quarks, while the nonrel-
ativistic calculation never show such tendency. Hence this is due to a genuine relativistic
effect, where the spin-flip interaction plays an essential role.

IV. STRANGE QUARK STAR AS MAGNETAR

We have seen that quark matter has a potential to be ferromagnetic at rather low den-
sities. Here we consider some implications on astrophysics. Since the idea that nucleons
are made of quarks has been confirmed, one has expected the existence of quark stars as
a third branch of compact stars next to the neutron-star branch. This naive expectation,
however, has been shown to be wrong; if the deconfinement transition occurs and quarks
are liberated beyond the maximum central density of neutron stars, they should behave like
relativistic and almost free particles due to the asymptotic freedom of QCD. The resultant
EOS is almost the same one as for relativistic free gas, and thereby quark stars become
gravitationally unstable. If quark matter exists, it might occupy only the small portion of
the core of neutron stars.

However, there is an alternative idea about quark matter and quark stars that almost
flavor symmetric quark matter (strange matter) is the ground state of QCD at finite density.
Using the idea of strange matter some people suggested that quark stars (strange quark stars)
may be possible [4]. Since the EOS for strange matter shows the saturation property around
ng, strange quark stars can have any small radius and mass. Thereby, the quark-star branch
can be clearly distinguished from that of neutron stars.

z

fq R
FIG. 3. A model of strange quark star with M ~ 1.4Mg and R ~ 10Km. Almost all the portion

is occupied by strange matter and a small vacuum gap may separate the quark core from the outer
crust, which is composed of usual solid below the neutron-drip density.

If a ferromagnetic quark liquid exists stably or metastably around or above nuclear
saturation density, it has some implications on the properties of strange quark stars and
strange quark nuggets: they should be magnetized in a macroscopic scale. For quark stars
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with the quark core of r,, simply assuming the dipolar magnetic field, we can estimate its
strength at the surface R ~ 10Km,

87 /r,\3
Bmax=?(§> foTtas (4.1)

with the quark magnetic moment p,. It amounts to order of O(10*~")G for r, ~ O(R)
and n, = 0(0.1)fm™2 , which should be large enough for magnetars. A sketch of a strange
quark star is presented in Fig 3.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have seen that the ferromagnetic phase is realized at low densities and the metastable
state is possible up to rather high densities for a reasonable range of the QCD parameters.

We have found that ferromagnetic instability is feasible not only in the massive quark
system but also in the light quark system: the spin-nonflip contribution is dominant in the
nonrelativistic case as in electron gas, while a novel mechanism appears as a result of the
large spin-flip contribution in the relativistic case.

If a ferromagnetic quark liquid exists stably or metastably around or above nuclear sat-
uration density, strange stars may have a strong magnetic field, which strength is estimated
to be strong enough for magnetars. Thereby it might be interesting to model SGR or AXP
using our idea.

Our calculation is basically a perturbative one and the Fermi sea remains in a spherical
shape. However, if we want to get more insight about the ferromagnetic phase, we must
solve the Hartree-Fock equation and thereby derive a self-consistent mean-field for quark
liquid. Moreover, we need to examine the long range correlation among quarks by looking
into the ring diagrams, which has been known to be important in the calculation of the
susceptibility of electron gas.

Recently, there have been done many works about the color superconductivity of quark
matter [6]. It may be interesting to explore the phase diagram for ferromagnetic phase and
superconducting phase.
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J. Madsen, astro-ph/9809032.
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[6] D. Bailin and A. Love, Phys. Rep. 107(1984)325.
J. Berges and K. Rajagopal, Nucl. Phys. B 538(1999)215.
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Possible Coexistence of Meson Condensation and Hyperons in Neutron Stars

Kk 7
FEIRKERR

Takumi Muto
Department of Physics, Chiba Institute of Technology

Kaon dispersion relations in highly dense hyperonic matter, where hy-
perons £~ and/or A are mixed in addition to the neutrons, protons and
electrons, are considered. It is found that an instability of the hyperonic
matter appears with respect to the K ~-[p particle-A hole] or [ ¥~ particle-n
hole]-[p particle-A hole] pair creation. This instability may occur at lower
baryon density than that for the s-wave K~ condensation, depending on
the magnitude of the s-wave attractive KN interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

MBEFREREO LD 2 EBEEWEPCOA N Y VAAEBHEDOY /O RFEHE L
T K BFEENG (K B O febEdsiel & L C LSk (1), K B B & offse % i Lo
BEhD K hHTFOBE oW TR THEER - BRI 5% Ol R 3N TE 7,
BHTK HEFRZT2HCBEL T, 5ol K PHTRTFOMFH» S K--BHT >
VRVl LT V- =—200420 MeV £ \WHBRWE[NRIRVE LN 20 ERHZAN
¥ — B FHAEZRIC & 5 subthreshold KtK~ EMERD S E, K~ 3EEH T —100 MeV
BOFINEZ) Kt BRDEZTBIEDPTRREINTVS 8o TOXIIRDIRNY
F—FRIC L o THLOKREEDERD B, K~ WHHEFTHWEINERTE L0
CLET—HLTWA, K B, s kD KN HEEHOBII%IET, K- Oz AV
FowHBEL EDITAY, ROMELERTF Y Yy hpy (SBFOERT I r IV
pe Y =BT HLEWRK—X - FA vV as A4y (BE) B e LTRBT 2, 2085
% K- BORBOBRATEIHRD? S, N+ VBB pp =3 — 400 (po: BT
W) LHEIFE NG (4.

—%, EEEEYWETTOA N VY VAIEBHENER L WHIBA» LI, K BHED
i, NA RO Y (Y=, A ) SSHRBLT B EEVESS, AN ER T2 & Briickner-
Hartree-Fock 5tE % LT WL O OHFFIEIC L o TS Tw 3 56 O
I N4 ROV EiE pp =2~ 3p &, LENENEECHRT2IREIRL S L
TWwb, 2 THEFERAONF I VYEIRTHEME LT, K B e/ oy yg
DO LR L % %,

CHICEELT, S 23 L0 LT ARBIEFONA RO VK~ G DFBRE &
DNHIBENFECHIAT 2 &, FHROMBILFERT VvV u ST 5720, K~ B
DEAVPEFBEMCBITL, K~ Bl L o TRFNC R 2 & L0 ans 5] . L
ML, TOERIIRO A TCRBROMBEEL FA TS,

(1) s WD K- & VHEERCESWTERENTWES, p D KNY HEEH %%
BT HRETH 5,

*email address: muto@pf.it-chiba.ac.jp
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(2) &~ PEVEETREHEAT L0}, 0- OXTF v v Ve- L LTA OBWEP OG-
ANF-LFAUBEDFNCE o BATHLT 2, L2L, BLD (K-, n%) EER7 —
& 7%, B~ BTF-OFHNT 8] 251, Va- BFRITH S LAREIATWT, V- #5510 T
HDHEVIREICFIBID RV, T2, EOEFRMPOIFE LKA TH S LN
BahTwa [9,

ARERTE, A INVHBHBEEERT AN 7797 v HWTs TR p KD
KNY HELERZE) AN, NA RO VYE BEOPETEWEIC S £7203 A MERE
L72E) o K FET OS5 8EEEE, K Bfe s oy EOREER L, &
DEE, N)FYOBRERTCOENMEERAZIU) AN, Va- & LTRIERDTINZRE
L7k, BN EBRE R KM LRI L o ZHAOWHIIOWTIRNRZ, £0i
BOGERDO K- B 3R R 2, p i KNY #HEERICHRT 2RO EEE— FOSHE
TEHHENbY» o7,

II. FORMULATION
A. K- A 1BEER
K- A YHEERE LTI SUQB)L x SUB)r 4 I Wtttk o HRI 77~
VTV ERAVDS 1o NV FVIE>ET (np) & NA RV (AST) #FREL, FFEMNERIC
WOk do HEPUEAEZRL TR LIENNIN =T VRO WEFO K RHFOD
EIBEEE RO B L, KDL Y Th D,

Dyt (w, Pk; pB) = w* — Pk — Mk

1 1 1 1

+ 7 (ppZKp + pnZgn + PAZKA T ps- EKE—) + 7 (,Op + 7Pn — 5,053—)60

N 1[m~mm%wm2 (m—mﬂ@erQ} 1)
2f2 JmAN —w -+ VA — Vp (5mg-N —-w -+ VE— — Vn !

T, o (0= pn, T, A) BERTORE, f (=93 MeV) X2V Y OBEEE,
dmz-n (=257 MeV), dman (=176 MeV) N4 RO v EBTFOEERE, V, ENnA B Y
MEHRTOERFDHET V¥ vV, grp = (D + 3F)/v/6(=0.87), gs-» = D — F(=0.37)
(D=0.81, F=0.44 ) iZp Ik KNY $E8EHTH %, (1) REGLFE 4 H, 5 HD 2 Fid s D
KNY EER%2ERL, EFAHPO Sk, BEMI /5P T VORIZEENLE NI X —
¥ ay, a9, 03 EFAVWTERIN, 4 TVHELEL IS5 0HTH S, 5 HIZF KN
BELIRIRIC 817 5 Tomozawa-Weinberg BICXTIG L, s DR MVIAHEER 52 5,
(1) AW 6 Hikp 0 KNY HEERAERRL, BT 77 v V7V OHENRS b v
EHICHET 5,

B. K72 v VIEDHEES

NAROVPERORT V¥V V; L LT, 2T Ref [10] THERZ LN TWBIE
BT AT VU Y VIANF —BEOER 0 ¥ BET 5, BHROTDRT Y
T VOB RERTFEEER L, epor 2D Vi = O6pot/0p; (i =n,p, 87, A) & LTHRFD
RFVvx Vet 2, MOHERS, 7, AL TE, £F ¥ ¥ v b OERERFME LN
BV EPHMONTVEDTIDEBIBZZLETH D)o V; ITEINDBNT A — 5 ILFEFH%
DEIFIME, IR ANV F— (~ 30 MeV), A DFFG LAV F— By=28 MeV 2 BHT 5 L
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DITHRDD, Vg- KEHLTIR, RO 2DODHEEEERATS. (I) Va-(o = po, N = Z)=—
28 MeV (Blh), (II) Ve~ (ps = po, N = Z)=23.5 MeV (J&H) [7].

BEZONEE pp TR UT, NI ROCHBEFOERRTEREE p; i =p,n, T, A e7)
V3, WEPIEEE pp = pe + po-, (CFEFERE Lin = tp + Le, [in = PA, Bs- = fin + fe, K
ONUF U EBRE DSRDENS,

III. BuERR

Fig.1 BT, case (I) X9 % pp=0.68

fm=3, Kn <18 k= 300 MeV I8

A EEBERERT, real IR KT, K~ 43

P 0,68 fm™? T, =300 MaV oMz K FEFOEBTER2ED, N1
N0 2 EBFIR K BRF—2EfLRENERN
5, BIZZD2 DONERMEEL TWT,
ZORIEH HHEARITHBL TS, #R
TOEEE px DEED D' 2w OB
=na = ELUTRLULEDMNFig. 1 TR (EH) TH
Ap-1—¥ : : : - px(fm1) %, X7 particle-n hole mode & p particle-
A-hole mode 3w BHTHEL, ZNH2 DD

mode DXAERRITH U THRBARLRETH S

K+ ZEERLTNS, HBROEY, p BHEEA
ER 2D, s HEERZETERLEE
ZORRNTRORIRTH S, p FHEE

DKLum?)  pg-0.68 3 pe=6Oml  BICKoTEND S-pole 28 K~ DIR)V
F—% s WHEERAOADEEFITHRT L

o (fm~1)

L B Tna, .
) CDAEZE mode DML, #E 7 L
el o DEED 7 Lot ODRTHEF DR
s A & mode DR & AIMD HREHTS

D [11], p BHEERICHFRT S, £, &

T S BT DEFELZE pp DEAEE U TFig. 212
) K- R, p particle-A hole mode MEI15 D
. BEINTROHEHITA BBEZp 2 EE

BIFERFELTVWA I EICLD, ZDEE
(1) XA0% 6 HD A pole HIZFI 7RI
TN D,

PEXRD s P K- B EOBEREA D20, Fig. 3 NI ROAVYEFD K- ORK
BRI F—DEEREEEZRT, Ref. 5] THEHEINAEXDIZ, PHETFEYESR LT
NRT, NI RO VYEPTRETELFERT vl p ODEINA RO T~ OBEIZLS
TREBEDT 2720 (KR — FR), s K BHORABERBEEEAICKELITH
% (p3(s) >0.7 fm™3), D, p WOXHEEEDFRETEE (05 (p)=0.68 fm~?) DHFHKS
725,

Va- BRFBL case (I1) TIE D™ ZHEET, pp ~ 0.35 fm™2 T A BNHETEYEF
WENS, p OBEREMET case (1) BEBHEEZERBLERIBVN, pe” - Ay, ZBU
Te BNRNINBHER, NV FOBEEOEMNTED p OBMOHLEFIHEFEHED
BRICHNTREONIRD, p5(s) bPEFEHEF LHERTNIROVYBEHFTEEE
EBAIZTND, Tr,=300 MeV D& &, p%(s)=0.56fm™> —0.62 fm™ 725, %/, case
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(I) Tk p I K Eeiiis real % K~ & p particle-A-hole mode DXFEEM & % V), T, =300
MeV DL &, p%(p) 11 p%(s) &0 KL% B,

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

B4 T VIFECED & K— ) 4 YRR R0 AR, NN, YN BHEER%
AvTnd~ay (£7,A) WEHRTO K FHTOSHE LS, BRI To K i
TOUHERAN, TORKR, A DREED p ORAE ® RIS Z LITL Y, p particle-A
hole mode B L, pp =4 —4.50, Tp I KNY HEVEFICH®ET % £~ particle-n hole
T /2id K~ &, p partilce-A hole & DXFEHICE L CRAIARERRDB I L E ATz, D
B LRER O s P K~ B & 0 QEVEE TR 2N B,

R LT, B ORISR (EOS) 218, ROMMARNS Z LSBT bh b,
RO B NIRAFE LB THEET A0 ) », £/ 4 RO VORI L 2KEHFE
R DAL 2 TERIC & BEKALASHID ), EOS AkAL L+ X 2 FISE 2 RET4 2 L E ¢
hbo TNEMELT, NN, YN RUYY AHEMEHOBRENLIL) ANT, F1C n Bl
DFEWCIEETH o 72N ) + VHERHAEE 2 ZRICAN L L EZ LN,

______________________

{ ; .0 L cmmc e e e e d
o particle fraction P/ Ps ( MeV) F7I300 Mev
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abstract

First order phase transition causes thermodynamically unstable region in the EOS. Kaon condensation
is one of such phase transitions and we apply some prescription: Maxwell construction or Gibbs condition.
We need to apply the Gibbs condition in 3-equilibrated nuclear matter because matter has two chemical
potentials; Gibbs condition leads us to a result that each phase in the mixed phase has nonzero charge
density. We review here some recent works and discuss the properties of charged matter and the mixed-
phase physics for kaon condeusation.

1 Introduction

PUFEANBIETEOMYWEIPOBEINTE )., HLVWWEMHISER L TV AT REENE
Vo K FEFEBHEHIEZOBHO—2TH ) . BEEZYWE P T K~ HHF75 Bose-Einstein &E#E
2B LIMT, FOEETEMEIE 1986 412 Kaplan-Nelson 12 X o THR# I (1], BELEA
tfnﬁu ’%U?—/\/“Clﬂ Ao

K- FI3HVHEEEREEr - p+ K 2B U TERSIN, TOMEFRT V¥ v lbpugid
B = fin = ppPEREF D, LIzAo T, BWHETFERIO X ) ICFPFEIRLL, »0
neutrino-free DM T Tl g = pe DKL T 5o K UIRT LI IC, BEBYWEOBENEL &
BIONTptIRkE LD, —FH. K-HET D single particle energy: e DfEIE KN #E/EA 7S
5INTHBEI DL, BHEMHRICLIVELI TS, HLIEEE (px 3.2p) ICBWTHEDEIX—E
L. K-HBF® Bose-Einstein @A I 5, INHF K FEATEBORETHD., M22lhH 5 &
INREFBROBHRLHILE D720 T I ElMONTWE, REFEXOKILIZHEIFERHICR
BELFBEBBOHBEZ D260, REFERNIMO»LORFLEZLEL TS, PHETFEY
BoREFEICHET 5 %EH Lb\/\’(‘ﬁ 5 Z OAREEMEIZ Maxwell construction 2SHW H
TED, BEZFOIFZYHIEHINT, LT CRNDENIRLERBBOIYFEFEL RS,

2 Maxwell construction v.s. Gibbs condition

REFER I K PEFEHHORBICL VAL IZANENAREBBEIN TS0,
BEOREFERICIZ K dEFREHE - BFHO _MHEFHO BBl HFEI L,

BNOFHARERBR L OREFERNE LCIKOB-FHEBE2ET 77 TV - T—VAE
BRAPSEETH L, ZOBE. FiREHT T Maxwell construction BT B EDTBITERIC
ELL, #EEHIEBVWTRBEERLIEIENOEID % . FED zero 1272 5 &\ ) FEEas
H5,



JAERI—Conf 2000—011

450 T T T T T 400 T T T
400 P . 350 A
3so | : 800 -
250 |- i
S 300 F _ E
© >
2 > 200 | .
= 250 | E K
= o 150 +
T 200 F . 2
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B 1: K PEFEEREBREOEAN, EHRII K F X 2: REHFEX, ERET K PEFRELET
B D single particle energy: e_. SHITET Hho ?Pi:@. (K~ FHEFOFELESR) O
0)'”_’,?:3‘:'7—‘/?\/"(')1/ /Le%%—z‘j_o i 7] 'O o

INFET, BEESYWE COMHEBOWIEIZBWTYH, LiF LiE Maxwell construction 25F v
b, FETEOHEE, ENNEER BV TR ZIRA BV SHER SN TE -, flE LTK
B OSIR L7256 O IREE TR IC Maxwell construction 45 L7-d D% FHWTHER L
7oREFREORINEZ K 3ICRT, K PETFEHORIHICE b v, REFEROBIIZL ) hEF
EDEEVPRECEI LTS, $72, BERISG L TENEESERLL 2V iEId. Maxwell
Construction B L 7-EOFEEBUIIE L TB Y, EBICIZZOFEEEIT 2.3 < p./py < 5.5 12
BEIFELTBLT, FETEORINICHLEEDOF vy I BELE I IR b, TOF ¥y T
YRR HBEMECREBEELRIG L CENEENRBS L B FRTFERENNAREILZ2->T
B, HERIIZ23< po/po 6.1 ICIREELRHRUTFRIIFETERY, 22T, ENEE 1.4M,,
DHEFEDOHIIEE (KN4) 2 RTHDL L, FEFERNE (FFr = 6.5km) TEEDOF vy 7 28
ELTRBIENbRrb, r<6.5km Tid K PETFERBEHEIFEL. ZORABY BEHEIE- T
Wb, MAOERIFBEOF vy 7L LTHENTBY, ZHEFMHIE - WhEFERNIICIZE
L2\, DL EAY Maxwell construction F CORBEFEDHFHTH 5,

L2 L. %EiZZ D Maxwell construction (X FETEWE OHER IR L TIT—MRMICITRYET
Z\ [5, 6]o Maxwell construction [ ESJ-FER L TOFEBERI & LTHON TV B DS, {3
T VY VST LR L R WiE O Gibbs condition p! = pf!, P = PUE%MTH B,
LaL, PHFEWERTEIFMEOLERT v v, N F U EOBREICET A{bFRT ~
YA NVEBWMORFEIETAFERT VY VBFEET S, D, HHEFEWEDIRESRE
HAZFRT X & Gibbs condition il = pif, /LQ ,u,g Pl=pPlTHr, #OEE. K PEFE
#tE L BEMHOLAFEBII BV T, FEEEIENAL I LI3% ., EHIEEICR > TEFIZ
w5,

PHTFEYEOKAEFEI I Gibbs condition ZFR L 7B, HEFEMHICBWTIIEMISEFNRFN
non-zero THET b, ILERT V¥ Ay V=D LPFEELLZVEAEIIBWTIEHE LII 0 &7FH 12
BnTpl £ plllizn, —FTREDLERT ¥ ¥y VIERET BHHEEICI1E. FREFRDO{LFER
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16 Vacuum discharge as a possible source of gamma-ray bursts
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We propose that spontaneous particle—anti-
particle pair creations from the discharged vacuum
caused by the strong interactions in dense matter
are major sources of y-ray bursts. Two neutron
star collisions or black hole-neutron star mergers
at cosmological distance could produce a compact
object with its density exceeding the critical den-
sity for pair creations. The emitted anti-particles
annihilate with corresponding particles at the am-
bient medium. This releases a large amount of en-
ergy. We discuss the spontaneous pp pair creations
within two neutron star collision and estimate the
exploded energy from pp annihilation processes.
The total energy could be around 105 — 10%3 erg
depending on the impact parameter of colliding
neutron stars. This value fits well into the range
of the initial energy of the most energetic y-ray
bursts.

Gammarray bursts (GRBs) were discovered
accidentally in the late 1960s by the Vela satellites.
The discovery was announced in 1973 [1]. Since
then, they have been one of the greatest mysteries
in high-energy astrophysics for almost 30 years.
The situation has improved dramatically in 1997,
when the BeppoSAX satellite discovered X-ray af-
terglow [2], which enabled accurate position deter-
mination and the discovery of optical [3] and ra-
dio [4] afterglows and host galaxies. The distance
scale to GRBs was finally unambiguously deter-

mined: their sources are at cosmological distances
[5]. In spite of all these recent progress, we still do
not know what produces GRBs! The nature of the
underlying physical mechanism that powers these
sources remains unclear. The optical identifica-
tion and measurement of redshifts for GRBs allow
us to determine their distances and the amount of
energy that would be radiated in an isotropic ex-
plosion. In recent three observations (GRB971214
[6], 980703 [7] and 990123 [8]), the total isotropic
energy radiated was estimated to be in excess of
10%% erg. For GRB990123, the inferred isotropic
energy release is up to 3.4 x 104 erg, or 1.9 My
(where Mg, is the solar mass), which is larger than
the rest mass of most neutron stars. It has been
suggested that the explosion of GRB990123 is not
isotropic, which reduces the energy released in ~-
rays alone to be 6 x 1052 erg [8] due to finite beam-
ing angle. However, if one adopts the picture of
the fireball internal shock model [9] that random
internal collisions among shells produce the highly
variable y-ray burst emissions, the required initial
energy will be raised by a factor of about 100 since
it is argued that only 1% of the energy of the initial
explosion can be converted into the observed ra-
diation [10]. Therefore, it appears that the total
exploded energy for the most energetic bursts is
close to or possibly greater than 1054 erg. It seems
to.be difficult to imagine a source that could pro-
vide so much energy. The first and foremost open
question concerning GRBs is what are the inner
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engines that power GRBs [9] ?

On the other hand, the GRB spectrum is non-
thermal. In most cases there is a strong power law
high-energy tail extending to a few GeV. A par-
ticular high-energy tail up to 18 GeV has been re-
ported in GRB940217 [11]. This nonthermal spec-
trum provides an important clue to the nature of
GRBs.

Various GRB models have been suggested in
the literature, see e.g. Refs. [9,12,15-19]. Among
them, the neutron star merger seems to be the
most promising candidate. Three-dimensional hy-
drodynamical simulations of the coalescence of
binary neutron stars (NS-NS) [13-15,20], direct
collision of two neutron stars [21-23] as well as
black hole-neutron star (BH-NS) merger [24] have
been performed by some authors. The largest
energy deposition of ~ 10%! erg by v¥ annihila-
tion was obtained in the black hole-neutron star
merger (for NS-NS collision, the total energy is
around 10%° erg [23]). This may account for cer-
tain low-energy GRBs on the one hand, but it
is, on the other hand, still far away from the
energetic ones mentioned above. However, it
should be pointed out that in those macroscopic

E

+

A

FIG. 1. Schematic view of NN pair creation
from the Dirac sea due to strong fields in dense
matter.

simulations (and almost all GRB fireball models)
the effects of strong interactions, e.g., the modifi-
cation of hadron properties in dense matter, many
body effects, vacuum correlations et al., have been
largely neglected except that a nuclear equation of
state is applied.

In this Letter we propose an alternative sce-
nario for the source of the most energetic y-ray
bursts. It is well known that the density is fairly
high at the center of neutron stars. The cen-
tral density can be several times nuclear satura-
tion density [25]. Furthermore, superdense matter
could be formed at NS-NS/BH-NS mergers and di-
rect NS-NS collisions. Three-dimensional hydro-
dynamical simulations showed that when two neu-
tron stars collide with a free-fall velocity, the max-
imum density of the compressed core can be 1.4
(off-center collision, the ifnpact parameter b = R,
i.e., one neutron star radius) to 1.9 (head-on col-
lision) times the central density of a single neu-
tron star [23]. At such high density, not only
the properties of baryons will be modified drasti-
cally according to the investigation of relativistic
mean-field theory (RMF) and relativistic Hartree
approach (RHA) [26], but also the vacuum, i.e.,
the lower Dirac sea, might be distorted substan-
tially [27] since the meson fields, which describe
the strong interactions between baryons, are very
large. At certain densities, when the threshold
energy of the “negative-energy sea”-nucleons (i.e.,
the nucleons in the Dirac sea) is larger than the
nucleon free mass, the nucleon—anti-nucleon pairs
can be created spontaneously from the vacuum
[28,29]. A schematic picture for this phenom-
ena is depicted in Fig. 1. The situation is quite
similar to the electron-positron pair creations in
QED with strong electromagnetic fields [30]. The
produced anti-nucleons will then annihilate with
the nucleons at the ambient medium through the
NN — v reaction. This yields a large amount of
energy and photons. This process may happen in
addition to the vU annihilation process. The se-
quential process, 7y « ete™, inevitably leads to
the creation of a fireball. The dynamical expan-
sion of the fireball will radiate the observed vy-rays
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through the nonthermal processes in shocks [9]. In
the following, we shall estimate whether enough
energy is available within this scenario to satisfy
the requirement of a source of energetic GRBs.
We start from the Lagrangian density for nu-
cleons interacting through the exchange of mesons

£ = Plirad* — Myl + 50,0040 - %mgﬁ
1 1, 1

—Z“"W“"#u + Emww#w# - ZRuuRW

1 - -
+'2'm;2>R;A ‘R¥ + ga¢¢0 - gw¢7u¢wu

—%gp"%’u" -ypRY, (1)

where the usual notation is used as given in the
literature [26]. Based on this Lagrangian, we
have developed a relativistic Hartree approach in-
cluding vacuum contributions which describe the
properties of nucleons and anti-nucleons in nu-
clear matter and finite nuclei quite successfully
[29]. The parameters of the model are fitted to the
ground state properties of spherical nuclei. The
RHAO set of parameters gives gZ(My/mo)? =
229.67, g2(My/my)? = 146.31, g2(My/m,)? =
151.90. It leads to the nuclear matter satura-
tion density pp = 0.1513 fm~> (0.1484 — 0.1854
fm™2) with a binding energy Eping = —17.39
MeV (—16 + 1 MeV) and a bulk symmetry en-
ergy asym = 40.4 MeV (33.2 MeV). The corre-
sponding empirical values are given in parenthe-
ses. The model can be further applied to the
neutron-proton-electron (n-p-e) system under the
beta equilibrium and the charge neutrality con-
ditions which is in particular important for the
neutron star. The positive energy of the nucleons
in the Fermi sea E, and the negative energy of
the nucleons in the Dirac sea F_ can be written
as

E, = {[k2 +(Mn ~ gaU)Z]m + guwo
+%ngoRo,o} ; (2)

E_=- {[k2 + (My — gaa)Q] V2 g.,Wo
+%ng030,0} : (3)

Here 0, wo and Rgg are the mean values of the
scalar field, the time-like component of the vec-
tor field, and the time-like isospin 3-component
of the vector-isovector field in neutron star mat-
ter, respectively. They are obtained by solving the
non-linear equations of the meson fields includ-
ing vacuum contributions under the constraints of
charge neutrality and general equilibrium. The
energy of anti-nucleons E, is just the negative of
E_,ie, By = —E_ [29]. By setting k¥ = 0 in
Egs. (2) and (3), one gets the energies of nucleons
and anti-nucleons at zero momentum. The critical
density pc for nucleon—anti-nucleon pair creation
is reached when E_ = Mp. The results are given
in Fig. 2 where the single-particle energies of the
positive-energy nucleon and the negative-energy
nucleon are plotted as a function of density. Due
to the effects of the p-meson field, p¢ = 6.1 po
for pp pair creation and 7.5 pg for n# pair cre-
ation. At the same time, we have calculated the
equation of state (EOS) of neutron star matter.
The structures and properties of neutron stars
can be obtained by applying the equation of state
to solve the Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation [31].

Energy (My)

proton
4 — — -~ neutron

_1 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1

0 5 10
p/po

FIG. 2. The single-particle energies of the pos-
itive-energy nucleon and the negative-energy nu-
cleon in neutron star matter.
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The maximum mass of stars turns out to be
Mpor = 244 Mg, and the corresponding radius
R = 12.75 km and the central density pcer, = 5.0
po- The pcen is smaller than the critical density
pc. That means that the spontaneous NN pair
creation does not happen for a single neutron star
within the model employed.

We consider the following case of neutron star
collision: Two identical neutron stars with peen, =
4.5 po (with the current EOS, it is related to
M = 243 Mg and R = 13.0 km) collide with
each other with a free-fall velocity. The impact
parameter b stays between 0 and R, which de-
termines the factor of density enhancement. We
assume that a compact object of average density
7.2 po is created in the reaction zone. The radius
of the compact object is assumed to be » =1 km
(case A) or r = 3 km (case B) depending on the
values of b. Since for a single neutron star with
Poen, = 4.5 po the density at » = 1 km is 4.46 po
and at » = 3 km is 4.18 pg, in case A the den-
sity is enhanced during neutron star collision by a
factor around 1.6 while in case B around 1.7. In
both cases the pp pair creation will happen while
the contributions of the n# pair creation is neg-
ligible (it contributes at higher density but does
not affect our discussions). We define a momen-
tum Pmes describing the negative-energy nucleons
occupying the eigenstates of the Dirac sea from
the uppermost level (the lowest-energy antiparti-
cle level) to E_ = My (see Fig. 1), which turns
out to be

1
Pmaz = \/<wa0 - EngoRo,o + 8,0 — 2MN)

1
X &wwo - §gp7' 0Ro,0 — 850 ) . (4)

Based on the semi-classical phase-space assump-
tion we then estimate the number of the pp pairs
whose energies are larger than the nucleon free
mass at p = 7.2 pg as

4 3 pfna:z: | 3 54
§7I'T X 37 = 2.147r° x 10°=. (5)

Let us check whether most of the pp pairs can be
created spontaneously. The rates for the NN pair

N, patr =

production per unit surface area and unit time,
dNpeir/dSdt, has been calculated in Ref. [28] for
compressed matter. In the case of p = 7 pp and
tunnel distance d = 1 fm, the rate turns out to
be 2.68 x 1072 fm~3. For case B with r = 3 km,
the time needed to emit the available pp pairs is
t=19x%x10"° fm = 6.3 x 1075 s, which is smaller
than the typical dynamical scale of NS-NS col-
lision 7 ~ 10~3 5. If one assumes that 80% of
the produced anti-protons annihilate with protons
in the surrounding medium and the released en-
ergy is 2 GeV at each event (here we assume that
the antiparticles (holes) of the spontaneously pro-
duced pairs are set free, i.e., transported into the
lower continuum. Otherwise, the energy of these
pairs are close to zero! This is a problem, which
should be investigated more closely.), the total ex-
ploded energy Ei.: turns out to be 5.5 X 105! erg
and 1.5 x 1053 erg for cases A and B, respectively.
As mentioned before, the efficiency to transfer the
initial energy to the observed radiation is only 1%
[10]. It seems to be necessary to adopt the picture
of beaming explosion for the most energetic y-ray
bursts.

Some discussion is now appropriate. Neutron
star collisions have repeatedly been suggested in
the literature as possible sources of y-ray bursts
[32,33], powered either by v¥ annihilation or by
highly relativistic shocks. In Ref. [23] Ruffert and
Janka claimed that a v-ray burst powered by neu-
trino emission from colliding neutron stars is ruled
out. Here we propose a new scenario caused by
the strong interactions in dense matter. A large
number of anti-particles may be created from the
vacuum when the density is higher than the crit-
ical density for spontaneous particle—anti-particle
pair creation. Such high density can be reached
during the NS-NS collisions, BH-NS mergers, or
even NS-NS mergers when the merged binary neu-
tron stars have large maximum densities. Some of
the produced anti-particles can be ejected from
the reaction zone due to violent dynamics. They
may be the novel source of low-energy cosmic-ray
anti-particles which is currently an exciting topic
in modern astrophysics [34]. Most of them will
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annihilate with the corresponding particles at the
ambient medium, and thus release a large amount
of energy. As a first step we have discussed the
pp pair creation in two neutron star collision sce-
narios because its critical density is lower than
that of other baryons. Our calculations show that
the exploded energy satisfies the requirement for
the initial energy of the energetic GRBs observed
up to now. The variation of the released energies
of different GRBs can be attributed to the differ-
ent impact parameters of colliding neutron stars.
Those anti-protons, although produced sponta-
neously, annihilate during the dynamical proce-
dure with random probability in collisions with
protons. Furthermore, the anti-protons annihilat-
ing later might be accelerated by the photons pro-
duced by the nearby pp pair annijhilations taking
place earlier. This leads to the high-energy anti-
protons and, consequently, the high-energy pho-
tons. Some of them may escape from the fire-
ball before being distorted by the medium. Those
escaping high-energy photons may constitute the
observed high-energy tail of 4-ray bursts. This has
to be pursued further theoretically.

In summary, we have proposed a new sce-
nario of vacuum discharge due to strong inter-
actions in dense matter as a possible source of
v-ray bursts. Based on the meson field theoret-
ical model we have estimated the exploded energy
Eios ~ 10%1 — 10%% erg within two neutron star
collisions, which fits well into the range of the
initial energy necessary for most energetic y-ray
bursts. For a more quantitative study, one needs
to introduce hyperon degrees of freedom [25] and
even quark degree of freedom [35,36] if one as-
sumes that the center of neutron star is in quark
phase. Here we have mainly discussed NS-NS col-
lisions. In fact, the proposed scenario may hap-
pen more frequently for BH-NS mergers since the
production rate for BH-NS binaries is ~ 10™* per
yr per galaxy [37] which is much larger than the
rate of direct NS-NS collisions (for an estimation
of collision rate in dense cluster of neutron stars,
see Ref. [32]). In this case one might obtain a
even higher explosion energy reaching the value of

10%4 erg. A relativistic dynamical model like rela-
tivistic fluid dynamics incorporating meson fields
is highly desirable to simulate NS-NS collisions,
NS-NS/BH-NS mergers. Works on these aspects
are presently underway.
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Abstract: The magnetization of nuclei in strong
magnetic fields associated with ‘magnetars’ is con-
sidered within the shell model. It is demonstrated
that the magnetic field gives rise to a phase-shift of
the shell-oscillations in nuclear masses shifting signif-
icantly the nuclear magic numbers of the iron region
towards smaller mass numbers. Shell-effects are found
to result in anomalies of the nuclear magnetization.
Such anomalies resemble the behavior associated with
a phase transition.

PACS: 26.60.4+¢, 26.30.+k, 21.10.Dr

Ultramagnetized neutron stars (‘magnetars’) have
been invoked to interpret several astrophysical phe-
nomena associated with an activity of Soft Gamma
Repeaters (SGR) and Anomalous X-ray Pulsars
(AXP). Recent observations indicate that the strength
of surface dipole fields can extend up to 1013 G, like
in cases of SGR 1806 + 20 [1] and SGR 1900 + 14
[2]. It is worth noticing that star toroidal fields are
expected to be larger than respective dipole compo-
nents by about two orders of magnitude (cf. e.g. [3]),
similarly to properties of solar magnetism [4]. The
estimates based on an application of the Newtonian
scalar virial theorem (cf. [5] and refs. therein) further
corroborate that interior star fields may range up to
B'~ 10'® G and even larger values [6]. Magnetic en-
ergy associated with such a super-strong field is signif-
icantly larger than neutron star rotational energy and
plays an important role in the star activity. For in-
stance, driven by the magnetic field crust activities are
thought to originate e.g. neutron star glitches [6] and
SGR bursts [1-3,7]. This gives urgency to carry out
an analysis of the magnetism of neutron star crusts.

The outer crust (at nuclear density n < ng/3, with
saturation nuclear density ng) is composed of well sep-
arated nuclides corresponding to the bottom of fusion-
fission valleys [6]. At laboratory conditions these nu-
clei are given by transition metals of iron series due
to the pronounced shell closure [8]. However, one may
expect noticeable modification of shell-oscillations un-

der the influence of the magnetic field [9], similarly to
what is found in atomic clusters and quantum dots
(cf. [10] and refs. therein). Naively, the field B induc-
ing an energy shift of nucleon levels A ~ wy, = unB
(with the nuclear magneton uy) of order of the spin-
orbit (s-0) splitting Ay, can affect significantly the nu-
clear structure. The splitting value [8] Ay, & 5/A/3
MeV for stable nuclei, and is significantly suppressed
for neutron rich nuclides of inner crusts [11,12]. This
suggests that for average mass numbers A ~ 100 the
field of a strength B ~ 10'® — 10'" G can modify
considerably nuclear magic numbers corresponding to
minima in the shell-correction energy and can, in fact,
influence the composition of neutron star crusts and
nuclear reaction (e.g. s- and r-processes) rates.

In this paper we consider an effect of the mag-
netic field on nuclear masses and the nuclear mag-
netization. Within a shell model the properties of
N = [ de p(€) nucleons are defined by the filled
up to the Fermi energy ep single-particle (sp) lev-
els ¢, which determine the sp level density p(e) =
Yo 6(e—€¢) = p°™ + 6p with smooth p™ and oscil-
lating §p components.

The energy of a nucleus is given as E =
[5F de ep(€) = E*™ + §Ey + § E,, where the Thomas-
Fermi (i.e. semi-classical) component E® is not af-
fected by the magnetic field due to the Bohr-van
Leeuwen theorem [13]. The shell-correction contribu-
tions [14] of neutrons 6F, and protons §E, to the
nuclear mass are related to the oscillating part ép.

In the present study we neglect the s-o interaction
and employ the sp Hamiltonian for nuclei in a mag-
netic field B in the form

S

ho = oot 4 TRWR(r? + (72 + 1/2)(b x 1)) (1)

- wo(i(f's + 1/2) + gaé)b ’ (O‘ =n, P)

which includes the spherical Harmonic Oscillator
(HO) with the frequency wo = 41/A'/3 MeV, an in-
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teraction of the nucleon dipole magnetic moment with
the magnetic field which is represented by the terms
containing the vector b = unB/wg, the orbital mo-
mentum I and spin § operators, and the isospin pro-
jection operator 73. For éimplicity the sample calcula-
tions are shown for symmetric nuclei containing equal
number of protons Z and neutrons N (N = Z = A/2).

The term in Eq. (1) proportional to g-factor go
gives rise to a relative shift 0;Ay (Ay = gowi/2)
of energy levels with the nucleon magnetic moment
directed along the field (oi=1 = —1, with NT =
(N/2) + N majority-spin neutrons) and in the op-
posite direction (0j=; = 1, with Nt = (N/2) - N
minority-spin neutrons). Such a shift is related to the
Pauli-type of the magnetic response yielding the mag-
netization

M, = VA/—'gn#N M N ZER ol (2)
Ws g

and modifying the shell-correction energy as
§Eq = 8EL(er + Ao) + 6EL(er — Ay) | (3)

where §E? is determined by the unshifted sp spec-
trum, and the density of bound neutrons n,, =
N/Viys is related to the Wigner-Zeits volume Viys.

Figure 1 represents the magnetic field dependence of
the difference A between the majority- and minority-
spin neutron numbers at various values of the total
neutron number. As is seen this dependence exhibits
a step-like behavior at field strengths corresponding
the majority- and minority-spin level crossing. Such
a behavior resembles properties of a magnetic phase
transition.

The spin-magnetization represents predominant
magnetic field effect in the neutron shell-correction
energy which can be approximately expressed through
the respective k-th components § EX; at zero field as
§Eq & Y, 0EE, cos(mkgyb). We see that the mag-
netic field leads to a phase-shift of the shell-oscillations
which is clearly displayed in fig. 2. This behavior is
caused by the field dependent interference of contri-
butions coming from the majority- and minority-spin
neutrons to the total energy. Such an interference
gives rise to a cosine factor in the shell-energy with

the oscillation period bs = |2/gn| & 0.5. For nuclei of
average mass numbers the respective magnetic field
Bs ~ wo/pn ~ 10 —10'7 G induces the relative shift
of neutron majority- and minority-spin energy levels
Ap which is comparable to the energy difference be-

tween the major shells given by the HO frequency wy.

FIG. 1. The quantity A versus magnetic field b and
neutron number N.

FIG. 2. The spherical HO model prediction of the neu-
tron shell-correction energy versus the neutron number
and the parameter b. The smaller energies are indicated
by white regions, while the dark regions denote the larger
energies. The contours are plotted with the step 1 starting
from -3 in the units A'/° MeV.

The proton magnetic response is given as a com-
bination of the discussed above Pauli-magnetism Eqgs.
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(2) and (3) and the Landau-type of orbital magnetism
related to proton ballistic dynamics (cf. Eq. (1))

My =[gpZ + ) Blpun/Viws ~ gIb 101G, (4)
where Z = (Z7 — Z1)/2 measures the difference be-
tween majority-spin (Z1) and minority-spin (Z!) pro-
ton numbers, I5 denotes the projection of angular

momentum on the field axis, and the proton density
Tpb = VA / Vws.-

100 ¢ Z=40

l /I
) llr,",",r,,‘

Al UITA 47

i "”ll ity
l I ll[//'l' 24y
'

FIG. 3. Proton magnetization (glp) versus magnetic
field 5 and proton number Z. Insert shows the results
of the b-dependence for Z = 40 magic nucleus.

Figure 3 shows the quantity gly as a function of
the magnetic field at different values of the proton
number. The step-like behavior of nuclear magnetiza-
tion is displayed for protons as well. The associated
field change is significantly smaller as compared to
the neutron magnetic response. It should be noticed
an important difference between the proton orbital
magnetism considered here and the Landau diamag-
netism of a homogeneous liquid. The latter is orig-
inating from the quantization of the Landau levels.
Since the radius of the Landau levels is larger than
the nuclear radius at relatively small field strengths

(i.e. b < 1, which are considered here), they do not
contribute to the outer crust magnetism. The orbital
magnetism in such a case is mainly given by an inter-
action of the magnetic fleld with the magnetic dipole
arising from the quantum orbital motion of protons
inside the nucleus. The orbital magnetic response of
such an inhomogeneous system is considerably ampli-
fied as compared to the magnetism of a homogeneous
liquid. '

FIG. 4. The spherical HO model prediction of the pro-
ton shell-correction energy versus the proton number and
the parameter b. The white regions display to the energy
minima (i.e. the wells), while the dark regions indicate the
maxima (i.e. the hills) in the shell-correction energy land-
scape. The contours are plotted with the step 0.5 starting
from -1.25 in the units A/® MeV.

The Pauli- and the Landau-type of orbital mag-
netism determine the magnetic field dependence of
the proton shell-correction energy. As is seen in fig. 4
for zero s-o coupling the shell-effect is gradually sup-
pressed with increasing magnetic field strength. Such
a weakening is due to the reduction of the symmetry
that is induced by the proton orbital magnetism. The
influence of the’magnetic field on the orbital motion
leads to the separation of degenerated proton energy
levels. Such a decrease in the degree of the degener-
acy results in the smaller proton shell-correction en-
ergy, similar to the well known effect of s-o coupling
(cf. e.g. [8]). We note, that the presence of s-o inter-
action leads to an anomalous field dependence of the
proton shell-correction energy [9] displaying a rather
pronounced enhancement of the shell energy when the
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effects of the field and s-o interactions are comparable.

In summary, we have discussed for the first time the
shell effect in the magnetization of nuclides relevant
for neutron star crusts. The shell-model based analy-
sis indicates that the shell-structure gives rise to dis-
continuities in nuclear magnetization, a behavior simi-
lar to magnetic phase transitions. We recall, however,
a general problem for identifications of phase tran-
sitions in finite systems [15]. The neutron magnetic
response is represented by the Pauli-paramagnetism
displaying a step-wise change of the magnetization at
a field strength corresponding to the majority- and
minority-spin level crossing. The proton orbital mag-
netism gives additional contribution to the proton
magnetic response yielding more frequent magnetiza-
tion jumps.

We have found that the nuclear masses are affected
by the magnetic field. The field dependent shift of a
phase in the shell-oscillations represents perhaps the
most interesting and important feature which gives
rise to a change of nuclear magic numbers. For neu-
trons such an effect is entirely originating from the
Pauli-type paramagnetic response. As a consequence,
the neutron shell-correction energy displays almost
periodic behavior as a function of the magnetic field
strength. The proton magnetic response is deter-
mined by the relationship between spin- and orbital-
magnetism.

As we have seen nuclear magic numbers depend on
the magnetic field and are changed considerably at the
strength scale B ~ 1016 — 1017 G. At such a field the
nuclear magics of the iron region are shifted towards
smaller mass numbers. :
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Phase Transition of Color-Superconducting Quark Matter

M.Iwasaki, S.Ishikawa and T.Tanaka
Department of Physics, Kochi University, Kochi 780-8520, Japan

mE
Thermodynamic properties of quark matter are investigated by using a mean field
(BCS) method. Superconducting phase is realized under the critical temperature. The
specific heat is discontinuous across the temperature and it is shown that the phase tran-
sition is second-order.

1 [FLE®»IZ

BMEBES +— 7 WEITTAERETH S —BREREBICHRERT 2 Z LRI TW5. £
DL S R EITNE T ERARICHER SN TRV, FHIOSLP®FER EOBBEREDON
B, FemTRLX—EA T UBRISIBOW T EOFEERF/IN TS, ZORETIZEIEO
MAEZHRE (LAT 1 L LTER) 22107 CTH 7 —BREREOBEEREYE, ¢thbbrr—2o4
HOBONFHOMEERARDZLITT 5.

2 DF—OMEORNE

BE T CETHERBIZH B 7 4+ — 7 WEOBESIZAMEIXZ ORDBSZRT v M Lo
TEREhb.
QV,T,p) = —kTlog Z. : (1)
TV T piTROEEEBEE(LFERT Vo VR L (R EREITLEL ET5B),
ROEBH Z ZHATEXLND.
Z = Tr(exp(—B(H — plV))). (2)
HEROAIN =T 0% NIZRFREEF 2R LTS, £, B=1/kT Ths. Bh%
BTy VOB E2EAZ LIZE D IROBHZENENNS.

dQ = —SdT — PdV — Ndp. (3)
Thbb, RO ha b — S, BE p, BN PIZFNFIKRD L 5 ITBAERT v VLS
HTEZLND.
1 /89
S — —V (—B—T>V,u’ (4)
_ N _ 1 (89) (5
o0 Q
P - —_— —— = ——.
(5¢),, =7 ®)
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Fio, ERLBYI— baEB—hb

. 88
C = T(OT)KN (7)
_ a8 dp 6u>
B TKEOW+(MJW(E;WJ, ©
LEREND., T TREBORIDE 2ENEBRTE 7251,
" [BS
C=T<M)W. (9)

LEB L TNWAE T +— 7 E T DOELUBHENDE Z ENUTTREINS.

3 Fii5 (BCS)EL

74— BHEERE LTI EARINA VRN ERATD. TDLE, 2207 3—7
i, s, BT KA AV 3EERETHAPEE 7 — =0 5 ¢nbrs. L
oMo TESHS (BCOS) L L7e~Iv h=T U0

H—uN = > er — e ei+ > (Agjetef +he) - Z Dij < cfef >, (10)
i i, 1,J

EEPNS. EHBITIKRKNTEREINTNS.

1
Dij =53 Vigsng < cjcy > . (11)

it 4l
LY

PPN T — R—FE I T —RKABFAE SBEETHINO I T—B LA BEHEIZS
WTIREESTH DM 0 (1 23R), BYOBHE (EHE) Ko\ TEREELL L

Ap=) Ak, 1R, (12)
14

LB, ARERT vy VOFFIERY, - FITHEEFOEHEZEL NS, FEHE
SN R=T U ERTY 2R IBRATHALT S LROBFAIN b=T L 27D,

)i g ,LLN = ZEiafai + Qo. (13)
2

3EEOYERIT DT RILF—iT

Ek,l = Ek,2 = \/(Ek — ,u)2 + 3A2 = Ek, Ek,g = lek — /LI, (14)
LY ROERREOZ XA XF—IIRATEZDLND.

Qy==6 Z(Ek—/t)+22(lek—u| —Ek)+6zAka. (15)
<y k k

U EDRE I OBAFRT Vv MIRAT B L ROERERS.

Q=0 — TZlog(l + exp(—BE;)). - (18)
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SEERE R D R MTBNFRT v MBNEHETHS.
o0
oA, = (17)
(16) RERAT D L A< AMb X ry THEASFLNS.
- N 1

HEBEEHOIBMREL DI L ERLTND.

4 BOAFHEOREEL

§1 CEBINEBNZHEOREKRFEERD LS. ETEHELELTROZMAZERT
Sy N ERAAMEAT D LRDEREBD.

S = ——Tlf- ; (nilogn; + (1 — n;) log(1 — ng)), (19)
1 (80 1 «—OFE;

Ty (*ai)uﬁv B 20)
Q T

P = -7 7 zi:log(l — ng). (21)

S ITCIZRAE Xy OB OWTREAERT oy VORB/NERME (17) Z AV, =
vhav—8, BEp FEHPOREHEOBELNL - JIFRT. #RIMEFERT v
p=0.3GeV DHEAIITV, MEMEAD /T A—FZOMTT XTI LRELOERAVE.
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UEXY 72— 7 9EZHABFREL Y T T —BEERIBICR Y, ZITE 2 BEER
THDHZENFENT. BRIBEUT TR 7= AITRRELES, = hab—/h & A
DRBCEERENIRE 2B, £, MBSV TCIHESRE TRERLZ T, ZOnE
X7+ — 7 MEPBHT D L EDOFE—FEELERL, R +— T PEOV T FAD—2i2 b
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19 FRIREHK T QCD ZHWEF v —E U L DS

Frili Y, fa SRR o, B &, BH RL
[ERRFHETME * RIRRFEWERF T > 5 — (RCNP)

Abstract

We study hadron properties near the deconfining transition in the finite temperature lat-
tice QCD. Especially Charmonium physics is interesting for signals of Quark-gluon plasma
formation. We discuss ¢ bound state and mass at above or below T,.

1 Introduction

ETE% (QCD) TlE, H5BREFTEIDILHEEBEZECT IENTFHEINTHS, ZOH
EBIREL LTIE, EFAUADHOERSH A FNMHEOREENEI S EEDNTHWT, Z0
REEZET +—2 « T—F> - 75T (QGP) LIS,

200 0FDHDIZ CERN @ SPS MEIROERNS., ZOHFLWIRETH S QGP AR D
Mol DRREERNH -7, £/, BNL © RHIC IEBRICK > TE 5RBWIAENTHONRLD
ELTW3,

¥, BRRTY TO0—-FickoTH, QGP OMEBMIATON RO OMEREL LT T
O—FTHRINTNVS [1, 2] LAULERERIE>ED LA LS TN, £EITRA
BT —VEREAWERTANAS R 2l —2a B2 TD &L TINS ZRANT
Z&iLT 3,

BT QCD IZL 2FRBRETON RO OB ZNE TIEEIZ Screening mass ZH -7
DT, RZIZ Pole mass ICDOWTOHREIZIZFEAEEN, FITRLIZERIEETO®HF QCD
TF v —EZU LD Pole mass iICHY 3 REHFRDOMHBIBEBRDIFFE LTS T LIZT 2.,

2 Approach

9. BT QCD &> THERND ZENHRDNEEZL D, BT QCD X > TRLIIHE
EROHRZEEIBODRAALE T +— I DT UNT -5 — 25 ETH2ENTE, ThhoNFDO
COMBEEREHDENTES, INSRERBREOTTHOERTH S, ZONFDO OB
B 5RO BEFENDENTE S,

e NROJOHEE

NEO OBEEIZIZ2BEOBDNH > T, 1 DI Screening mass 120 % T 5 ZE/H AN
OHEIBEEN S KRESER. H5 1 DI Pole mass ITH Y9 2R A RN O BRI M 5
DEETHD, ~RICINSBHEBMEU LORETRIRZSREZT S LEbOATN
%[ NROCOBEBOBEKRFEEEZRZ ZLICX>TQGP DI T FIVDOBRHTH 54
BBBIT B T mass shift ZE5FE T ENTES,
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e “i&ﬁgg&n
ZZTRRAY VEBRS 27+ —0, RI % —7 DZEFARNOHEZ “RHBEE" LR
ZERT D, 2O “HEEK OREEKEEZANS ZEICKDN RO ORBIREBIZDWN
TR 2 ZENAREICARS, THIEXQGP DI T FINTH S J/yp HitlictoTHEEMR
BETH%.

ZOHETIERRER TREASHOMHBEREKZHENSDIC, BREFROKTFHBZ T2
MM T3 EDHRDIEEHETFERNS!

ZDFEFBFIREX > TRARDI D Ea—F —NT =2 X o THREREEFROKT R
EERTES, LML, ZHAROBTRER o REZ-TLED., F—IRORENIRIER
ICEEND 0(a?) DBREBWCHNRTY +— 7 BOFENBERIX Oe) DBREEEATNS D
2. 7 =7 BITHAWKRTEROBEEZZITIPTV, £k, ZOWRRTIE BTO cutof KD
KREBBRDY +— 7 2D %I IEFHHKET LT Fermilab(Clover) fEA 25 [4, 5],

K(z,y) = 0zy — kir {(1—78) T4 + (1+74)T-4}
1
—Ky Z {(r —%)Tpi+ (r +7)T=i}—r (mtcEga4iF4i (z) + I‘&363~2-gO'«,;jFij (:z:)) Ozy. (2.1)
i

ZZTC Ty = Usp(2) 0214y, ks = 1/2(m + €+ 3r), ke = Ekg, and r = 1/£,(6 13 3.1 HiTH
ZB)THD, £z, cg & cp WML T EHER KB ETo =,

INTHRFLETFYy—E_ULEZHEIERNTEEI LIRS,

BF QCD CHELAFY—AY =7 OTUNRF—F—nSHUFOL ST XY > OHEEE
FEHET, TRIZ Pseudoscalar DTS,

Gps(Ft)= > w(@i)w(gs) < Tr[M(yi,0;F, t)M (g, 0; F + 7, t)T > (2.2)
Y1.92,%
ZZT M(.'Z", (Eo;:lj, yo) =/ ﬁ""ﬁ@jﬂ/\’?“’&"‘f%%a
iz, 5 OHBEREKOKRBOZEDII NI OEEFORREEZITY. ZHid (2.2) R
B w(@) EUTERNICENDZHDOBAREEATOEILTHS, ORI —DHEI—
O 57— T —JBERT> T B w(@) I exp(—aly|P) DIEND Z2HRHERTRS, ZOR
DEHET % exp B, §(Z) DIEND DIRNRIDEET % point MEMERZ &ICTS, ZIZT. exp
BIDBEBDINT A—4 — q,p iTFORETD point-point D Vector AV > DZEEHKEREN S
B’ELA, (ZTTEIERMEKEEERBRO “RHER OETH D, )

3 Results

3.1 Parameters

COHMEBTITHRHERTRTI/ 4~V OEEREBOYREER L 27 T O FinE2 AW,

W TY A1 X1 128 X Ny Ty Ny =172,20,16,12, F—BORASEREFEZEFING A—5—

X 8=568,7¢=4TH>, BORKNLFEINITA—F— ¢ & ZRIH RO FHIIE as 13X

N; = 72 O¥-F LT Wilson loop DEFHENSENTN £ =5.3(1) ,a;' =0.85(3) &ix3, iz,
LZOBRXTAWTWARESFRT LOSF —DRIE L TIX 3] 23R,
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Polyakov loop DfEHim 5 N, = 20, 16,12 OFRBERFIIETNEN T ~ 0.93T,, 1.15T,, 1.5T,
ElRB, ey 73— 0BIOWTIR, BBLZEF Y —EZUVLREYTIHREEZA D ks =
0.0984, vr = 3.67 AWz,

3.2 c¢¢ bound state

TR “HWBEEK 2EELT. Fr—ESUVAOFBREBIIOVWTHERYT %, ZITr=0
TRELLE “BBIBEE (7, t) ZEHRT D,

wr (7, 1)

wr(0.1) (3.1)

wr(fyt) =Y < §(F+ 7 t)Tq(Z,)0(0) > , ¢(7)t) =

D “WEBIR BT 4 —0 c RI7+— 7 OEMAROHEZESATINT, ZORHEXERZ
ARDEZERE D TAY Y ORBIREBEERTE 5,

Vector wave function

"":: "‘2; '
&, N=18 & Nei2
%
B, "\}".
X
10" "‘-'.'::&‘
g N
g .
F
]
3
107
o—0 1=2 (p-0) 0-n0 t=2 (8-8)
o——o t=4 @enend (=4
1=6 — o t=6
107 Lt

Figure 1: RO RIX point-exp BD Source 25 A 72bH D, KEBRDFERIT exp-exp BD Source
EEZEBDERLTVNS, POFRIVOBNPREIOBNWERL TS,

“HERER OERDOT T 7LD, Ny =20(T ~ 0.93T,) Tid. point-exp B D Source DD
TRELTWSBMN, N; = 12(T ~ 1.5T,) Tld. exp-exp BID Source DLV TEEL TND, D
£0 “EEREEK BEERTIIEN>TWS Z &SN 5, LML, T~ 15T, T, RELT
ZERA R OHEENEZR > TWBEED TN S,

3.3 Meson mass at finite temperature
ZITRAVCOEERZ EEER Meff WXk >THERT 5.

Gu(=0,t)  cosh[meg(Ne/2 —1)]
Gm(Z=0,t+1)  cosh[mgg(Ng/2 —t—1)]

TP oiRE, FRBEETOAVEERDOEREZRT,
ZN5DRENS N, = 20(T ~ 0.93T,) TIE Ny = 72(T ~ 0) DRERELIZEAERURAY >
DERES5Z/=, UL, HEBEELE (N, = 16,12) TERENEEOREOENE THRN

(3.2)
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tkapp = 63
0.75 0.75 [ T .
" =20 ( 0.93T, =16 (1.1 =
074 N=72 x=0.1032 ] oza | NE20(083T) 1 N=18(1.15T)  IN=12(1.5T,)]
O Pseudoscalar { p,=0 ) 3 C:;”;mm
073 AVector (p,=0) 3 073 g....ss Pseudoscalar (fres){
@@ Vector (free)
072 072 % 9
; o
g o7t b4 £ 071 F Ny Ry "
2 & 2 :m:\“':‘ NN B -
% o7t %x g [Tl . y B
s [CHEN 5 ;Q;\h Vo \ B
o b Kzﬁxm ] 069 By | T, B e
- @ BEBEERR K 4 K AR EEEERAXLBLA = ‘{\. e & w9
@ o ", Y “a k
0s8}F o b 0.68 [ = 7\ LY + nm‘:g:: 1 5\
B oot TorTOTIOD Fmg I £ T
[iolotos \ ~ LI I -
0.67 F 4 0.67 | \ T '\\ I\G
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@ [ o
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QCD spectral functions of hadrons in the pseudo-scalar and vector channels are ex-
tracted from lattice Monte Carlo data of the imaginary time Green’s functions. The
maximum entropy method works well for this purpose, and the resonance and continuum
structures in the spectra are obtained in addition to the ground state peaks.

Among various dynamical quantities in quantum chromodynamics (QCD), the spectral
functions (SPFs) of hadrons play a special role in physical observables (See e.g. [1]). A
well-known example is the cross section of the ete™ annihilation into hadrons, which can
be expressed by SPF in the vector channel. SPF at finite temperature (T") and/or baryon
density is also a key concept to understand the medium modification of hadrons [2]. The
enhancement in low-mass dileptons observed in relativistic heavy ion collisions at CERN
SPS [3] is a typical example which may indicate a spectral shift in the medium [4].

However, the Monte Carlo simulations of QCD on the lattice, which have been suc-
cessful in measuring static observables [5], have difficulties in accessing the dynamical
quantities in the Minkowski space such as SPFs and the real time correlation functions.
This is because measurements on the lattice can only be carried out for discrete points in
imaginary time. The analytic continuation from the imaginary time to the real time using
the finite number of lattice data with noise is highly non-trivial and is even classified as
an ill-posed problem.

In this paper, we make an attempt to extract SPFs of hadrons from lattice QCD data
without making a priori assumptions on the spectral shape. For this purpose, we use
the maximum entropy method (MEM), which has been successfully applied for similar
problems in quantum Monte Carlo simulations in condensed matter physics, image recon-
struction in crystallography and astrophysics, and so forth [6,7]. Due to the limitation of
space, we present only the results for the pseudo-scalar (PS) and vector (V) channels at
T=0[8].

The Euclidean correlation function D(7) and its spectral decomposition at zero three-
momentum read

D(r) = /0 K (7, w)Aw)dw, (1)

where 7 > 0, w is a real frequency, and A(w) is SPF (or sometimes called the image in this
paper), which is positive semi-definite by definition. The kernel K(r,w) is proportional

*The author was partly supported by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research No. 10740112 and No.
11640271 of the Japanese Ministry of Education, Science, and Culture.

—112—



JAERI—Conf 2000—011

to the Fourier transform of a free boson propagator with mass w: At T = 0, K(1,w) =
exp(—Tw).

Monte Carlo simulation provides D(7;) for the discrete set of points 0 < 7;/a < Ny,
where N is the temporal lattice size and a is the lattice spacing. In the actual analysis, we
use data points for Tyin < 75 < Tmae. From this data set with noise, we need to reconstruct
the continuous function A(w) on the RHS of (1). This is a typical ill-posed problem,
where the number of data is much smaller than the number of degrees of freedom to be
reconstructed. This makes the standard likelihood analysis and its variants inapplicable
[9] unless strong assumptions on the spectral shape are made. MEM is a method to
circumvent this difficulty by making a statistical inference of the most probable image as
well as its reliability [6].

The theoretical basis of MEM is the Bayes’ theorem in probability theory: P[X|Y] =
P[Y|X]P[X]/P|Y], where P[X|Y] is the conditional probability of X given Y. Let D
stand for Monte Carlo data with errors for a specific channel on the lattice and H sum-
marize all the definitions and prior knowledge such as A(w) > 0. The most probable
image A(w) for given lattice data is obtained by maximizing the conditional probability
P[A|DH], which, by the Bayes’ theorem, is rewritten as

P[A|DH] « P[D|AH]P[A|H],

where P[D|AH] (P[A|H]) is called the likelihood function (the prior probability).
For the likelihood function, the central limiting theorem leads to P[D|AH] = Z; ' exp(—L)
with

L= (D(r) - DA(m))C5H(D(ry) — DA(ry),
6]

where 7 and j run from T,/a through Tpmee/a. Zp is a normalization factor given by
Z1, = (2n)N/24/det C with N = Tae/a@—Tmin/a+1. D(7;) is the lattice data averaged over
gauge configurations and D4(7;) is the correlation function defined by the RHS of (1).
C is an N x N covariance matrix defined by C;; = [Neons(Neons — 1)]7* ﬁ;‘”{f (D™(1;) —
D(7;))(D™(1;) — D(7;)): Here Neons is the total number of gauge configurations and
D™(r;) is the data for the m-th configuration. The lattice data have generally strong
correlations among different 7’s, and it is essential to take account of the off-diagonal
components of C.

It can be generally shown on an axiomatic basis [10] that, for positive distributions such
as SPF, the prior probability can be written with parameters a and m as P[A|Ham] =
Z5'exp(aS). Here S is the Shannon-Jaynes entropy,

S = /O ” lA(w) — m(w) — A(w)log (%)} do.

Zg is a normalization factor: Zs = [e*SDA. o is a real and positive parameter and m(w)
is a real function called the default model.

In this paper, we adopt a state-of-art MEM [6], where the output image Ay is given
by a weighted average over A and a:

Aout(w) = / A(w)P[A|DHam]Pla|DHm]D Ade.
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« dictates the relative weight of the entropy S (which tends to fit A to the default model
m) and the likelihood function L (which tends to fit A to the lattice data). Note, however,
that o appears only in the intermediate step and is integrated out in the final result.

0.15 |

Figure 1. The solid line is pjn(w). The dashed line and dash-dotted line are pyy:(w)
obtained with parameter set (I) a = 0.0847 fm, 1 < 7/a < 12, b = 0.001 and set (II)
a = 0.0847 fm, 1 < 7/a < 36, b = 0.0001, respectively.

To check the feasibility of the MEM procedure and to see the dependence of the MEM
image on the quality of the data, we made the following test using mock data. (i) We
start with an input image Ai,(w) = w?pin(w) in the p-meson channel which simulates the
experimental ete™ cross section. Then we calculate D;,(7) from A;,(w) using eq.(1). (ii)
By taking D;,(7;) at N discrete points and adding a Gaussian noise, we create a mock
data Dimock(7:). The variance of the noise o(7;) is given by o(7;) = b X Din(7i) X 7i/a with
a parameter b, which controls the noise level [11]. (iii) We construct the output image
Apt(w) = w?pout(w) using MEM with Diock (Tmin < T < Tmae) and compare the result
with A;,(w). In this test, we have assumed that C is diagonal for simplicity.

In Fig.1, we show pi,(w), and peu:(w) for two sets of parameters, (I) and (II). As for m,
we choose a form m(w) = mew? with my = 0.027, which is motivated by the asymptotic
behavior of A in perturbative QCD, A(w>>1GeV) = (1/472)(1+as/m)w?. The final result
is, however, insensitive to the variation of mg even by factor 5 or 1/5. The calculation of
Aout(w) has been done by discretizing the w-space with an equal separation of 10 MeV
between adjacent points. This number is chosen for the reason we shall discuss below.
The comparison of the dashed line (set (I)) and the dash-dotted line (set (IT)) shows that
increasing Tmq, and reducing the noise level b lead to better SPFs closer to the input SPF.

We have then applied MEM to actual lattice data. For this purpose, quenched lattice
QCD simulations have been done with the plaquette gluon action and the Wilson quark
action by the open MILC code with minor modifications [12]. The lattice size is 203 x 24
with 8 = 6.0, which corresponds to a = 0.0847 fm (a™! = 2.33 GeV), k. = 0.1571 [13],
and the spatial size of the lattice Lsa = 1.69 fm. Gauge configurations are generated
by the heat-bath and over-relaxation algorithms with a ratio 1 : 4. Each configuration
is separated by 1000 sweeps. Hopping parameters are chosen to be x = 0.153, 0.1545,
and 0.1557 with Ny = 161 for each . For the quark propagator, the Dirichlet (peri-
odic) boundary condition is employed for the temporal (spatial) direction. To calculate
the two-point correlation functions, we adopt a point-source at £ = 0 and a point-sink
averaged over the spatial lattice-points to extract physical states with vanishing three-
momentum. For the PS and V channels, the operators dysu and J’Yu“ (u=1,2,3) are
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chosen, respectively. We use data at 1 < 7;/a < 12 to remove the noise at the Dirichlet
boundary.
We define SPF's for the PS and V channels as

A(w) = w2pps,v (w)’

so that p,, ., (w— large) approaches a finite constant as predicted by perturbative QCD.
For the MEM analysis, we need to discretize the w-integration in (1). Since Aw (the mesh
size) < 1/7Tmaz should be satisfied to suppress the discretization error, we take Aw = 10
MeV. Wmqz (the upper limit for the w integration) should be comparable to the maximum
available momentum on the lattice: wmaz ~7/a~7.3 GeV. We have checked that larger
values of wmqe, do not change the result of A(w) substantially, while smaller values of Wy,
distort the high energy end of the spectrum. In the MEM analysis presented in this paper,
the continuum kernel K = exp(—7w) is used. We have also carried out analysis based on
the lattice kernel K'@. A comparison of the two cases will be given in [14] in detail.

75 | (a) PS channel ]
850 F [ 3
| :
Q. 25 F .::l ]

0 l“_m :

30 a (b) V channel
E2f ]
o
a ]

10 B

0 [ ..A A 1

0 2 4 6
o [GeV]

Figure 2. Reconstructed image pout(w) for the PS (a) and V (b) channels. The solid,
dashed, and dash-dotted lines are for k = 0.1557, 0.1545, and 0.153, respectively. For the
PS (V) channel, my is taken to be 2.0 (0.86). wmge is 7.5 GeV in this figure and Fig.3.

In Fig.2 (a) and (b), we show the reconstructed images for each . In these figures,
we have used m = mow? with my = 2.0(0.86) for PS (V) channel motivated.by the
perturbative estimate of mg (see eq.(2) and the text below). We have checked that the
result is not sensitive, within the statistical significance of the image, to the variation of
myg by factor 5 or 1/5. The obtained images have a common structure: the low-energy
peaks corresponding to 7 and p, and the broad structure in the high-energy region. From
the position of the pion peaks in Fig.2(a), we extract . = 0.1570(3), which is consistent
with 0.1571 [13] determined from the asymptotic behavior of D(r). The mass of the
p-meson in the chiral limit extracted from the peaks in Fig.2(b) reads m,a = 0.348(15).
This is also consistent with m,a = 0.331(22) [13] determined by the asymptotic behavior.
Although our maximum value of the fitting range Tmey/a = 12 marginally covers the
asymptotic limit in 7, we can extract reasonable masses for m and p. The width of 7 and

— 115~



JAERI—Conf 2000--011

p in Fig.2 is an artifact due to the statistical errors of the lattice data. In fact, in the
quenched approximation, there is no room for the p-meson to decay into two pions.

As for the second peaks in the PS and V channels, the error analysis discussed in Fig.3
shows that their spectral “shape” does not have much statistical significance, although
the existence of the non-vanishing spectral strength is significant. Under this reservation,
we fit the position of the second peaks and made linear extrapolation to the chiral limit
with the results, m?*¢/m, = 1.88(8)(2.44(11)) for the PS (V) channel. These should be
compared with the experimental values: Mr300)/™M, = 1.68, and m(1450) /m, = 1.90 or
mp(1700)/mp = 2.20.

One should remark here that, in the standard two-mass fit of D(7), the mass of the
second resonance is highly sensitive to the lower limit of the fitting range [13]. This is
because the contamination from the short distance contributions from 7 < T, is not
under control in such an approach. On the other hand, MEM does not suffer from this
difficulty and can utilize the full information down to Tmin/a = 1. Therefore, MEM opens
a possibility of systematic study of higher resonances with lattice QCD data.

As for the third bumps in Fig.2, the spectral “shape” is statistically not significant
as is discussed in Fig.3, and they should rather be considered a part of the perturbative
continuum instead of a single resonance. Fig.2 also shows that SPF decreases substantially
above 6 GeV: MEM automatically detects the existence of the momentum cutoff on the
lattice ~ m/a. We have indeed confirmed that MEM with the data on finer lattices leads
to larger ultraviolet cut-offs in the spectra [14]. The height of the asymptotic form of the
spectrum at high energy is estimated as

1 a 1 2
pv(w=6GeV) = z;z(”?) <2mzv>
~ (.86. (2)

The first two factors are the gg continuum expected from perturbative QCD. The third
factor contains the non-perturbative renormalization constant for the lattice composite
operator. We adopt Z, = 0.57 determined from the two-point functions at G = 6.0 [15]
together with @, = 0.21 and x = 0.1557. Our estimate in eq.(2) is consistent with the
high energy part of the spectrum in Fig.2(b) after averaging over w. We made a similar
estimate for the PS channel using Z,, = 0.49 [16] and obtained p,4(w ~ 6GeV) ~ 2.0.
This is also consistent with Fig. 2(a).

30 [ 3
§:..20 r ]
2 [
(=8 [
10 -
o bl vAa B
0 2 4 6

o [GeV]

Figure 3. pou:(w) in the V channel for k = 0.1557 with error attached.
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Within the MEM analysis, one can study the statistical significance of the reconstructed
image (For the details, see [14]). Shown in Fig.3 is the MEM image in the V channel for
k = 0.1557 with errors. The height of each horizontal bar is (py:(w)) in each w interval.
The vertical bar indicates the error of (psu:(w)). The small error for the lowest peak
in Fig.3 supports our identification of the peak with p. Although the existence of the
non-vanishing spectral strength of the 2nd peak and 3rd bump is statistically significant,
their spectral “shape” is statistically either marginal or insignificant. Lattice data with
better quality are called for to obtain better SPFs.

In summary, we have reconstructed SPFs of hadrons from lattice QCD data. We have
used MEM, which allows us to study SPFs without making a priori assumption on the
spectral shape. The method works well for the mock data. Even for the lattice data, the
method produces resonance and continuum-like structures in addition to the ground state
peaks. The statistical significance of the image has been also analyzed. Better data with
finer and larger lattice will produce better images with smaller errors. From the physics
point of view, the spectral change at finite temperature is by far the important problem.
This is currently under investigation.

We appreciate MILC collaboration for their open codes for lattice QCD simulations,
which have enabled this research. Our simulation was carried out on a Hitachi SR2201
parallel computer at Japan Atomic Energy Research Institute.
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21 Color Molecular Dynamics for Dense Matter
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We propose a microscopic approach for quark many-body
system based on molecular dynamics. Using color confine-
ment and one-gluon exchange potentials together with meson
exchange potentials between quarks, we construct nucleons
and nuclear/quark matter. Dynamical transition between
confinement and deconfinement phases are studied at high
baryon density with this molecular dynamics simulation.

At high baryon density the nuclear matter is believed
to undergo a phase transition to the quark matter be-
cause of the color Debye screening and the asymptotic
freedom in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [1]. Qual-
itative estimates using the Bag model [2] as well as the
strong coupling lattice QCD [3] predict first order tran-
sition at baryon density p several times over the nuclear
matter saturation density (pp = 0.17fm™3). However, re-
alistic studies of the high density matter based on the
first principle lattice QCD simulations are not available
yet due to technical difficulties {4]. In this situation any
alternative attempts are welcome to unravel the nature
of high density matter. In particular, how the nuclear
matter composed of nucleons (which are by themselves
composite three-quark objects) dissolve into quark mat-
ter at high baryon density is an interesting question to be
studied. From the experimental and observational point
of view, such transition may occur in the central core of
neutron stars [5] and in high-energy heavy ion collisions
[6].

In this paper, we propose a molecular dynamics (MD)
simulation [7,8] of a system composed of many con-
stituent quarks [9,10]. As a first attempt, we carry out
MD simulation for quarks with SU(3) color degrees of
freedom. Spin and flavor are fixed for simplicity, although
there is no fundamental problem to include them. The
time evolution of spatial and color coordinates of quarks
are governed by the color confining potential, the pertur-
bative gluon-exchange potential and the meson-exchange
potential.

The confining potential favors the color neutral cluster
(nucleon) at low density. However, as the baryon density
increases, the system undergoes a transition to the de-
confined quark matter, since the nucleons start to overlap
with each other. Our color MD simulation (CMD) is a
natural framework to treat such a percolation transition.
The meson-exchange potential between quarks represents
the nonperturbative gluon-exchange in the color singlet

sector, the use of which is in line with the quark-meson
coupling (QMC) model applied for studying the nuclear
matter composed of quarks [11].

There exist several works on the quark many-body
system in simulational approaches, such as Vlasovian
plasma simulation with SU(2) Yang-Mils gauge field [12],
Vlasov approach to the quarks with SU(3) colors [13],
MD simulation with flip-flop potential [14,15], and MD
simulation with chromodielectric model [16]. The quark-
hadron phase transition and the dynamics of heavy-ion
collisions have been studied in these models. Some of
them use the two-body or many-body quark-quark po-
tentials, while others solve the classical field equation for
gluons. However, in all these simulations, color of each
quark is fixed during the time-evolution, thus the non-
Abelian nature of the color potential is frozen (Abelian
approximation). On the other hand, our CMD solves
the time-evolution of quark-colors as well as the spatial
motion of quarks, and may give a new insight into the
problem of quark-hadron transition.

We start with the total wave function of a system
¥ given as a direct product of single-particle quark
wave-functions. The antisymmetrization is neglected at
present.

34
¥ =] ¢i(r)xs, (1)
i=1
¢i(r) = (nL?)~3/* exp[—(r — Ry)?/2L? — iPir], (2)
cos a; e‘fﬂ‘ cos b;
sin o; et cosb; | . (3)
sin §; ¥

Xi =

Here A is the total baryon number of a system, ¢; is the
Gaussian wave packet with a fixed width L centered at
position R; and momentum P;. x; is a coherent state
in the color SU(3) space parametrized by four angles,
a;, B, 6; and ;. Although general SU(3) vector has six
real parameters, the normalization condition |x;| = 1 and
the unphysical global phase reduce the number of genuine
parameters to four. Note that SU(2) spin coherent state
parametrized by two angles has been used in the MD
simulation of a many-nucleon system with spin degree of
freedom [17].

The time evolution of a system is given by solving equa-
tions of motion for {R;, P, oy, Bi, 8, @i} derived from
the time-dependent variational principle

oL  dacL
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with the classical Lagrangian

L d A
L= (¥ihz — A|T)

in the quark model for baryons read [19], m = 320 MeV
(the constituent-quark mass), as = 1.25 (the QCD fine

(5) structure constant), and K = 0.75 GeV/fm (the string

tension). The meson-quark coupling constants g,(.)q are

= Z[—PiRi + KB; cos 2a; cos?® ; — hup;sin? 6;] — H, (6) estimated from the meson-nucleon couplings g,(.,)v using
i

where H = (¥ | H | ). The explicit form of equations
of motion reads :

0H 0H

Ri:BT?i’ Piz_B—Ri’ (7)
: 1 O0H
Bi=- 2% sin 2; cos?6; 8o’ ®)
: 1 O0H
bi = 2R sin0; cosf; Bg;’ ®)
. 1 B_H_ cos 2a; 6_H (10)
% = hsin2a; cos?h; 8B; 2hsin2c; cos?§; ;'
1 OH cos 2a; O0H (11)

¥i= T onsin 0; cos@; 06; + 2% sin 2a; cos? 0; Oay;

As for the color-dependent quark-quark interaction, we
employ the one-gluon exchange and the linear confining
potentials. In the usage of linear or quadratic confin-
ing potential, a long range color Van der Waals force is
known to arise. The string-flip model or flip-flop model
are the possible candidates for avoiding this unphysical
interaction (see e.g. [18]). It is not clear, however, at the
moment how to combine these models with CMD in a
practical manner.

To take into account the nonperturbative gluon ex-
change in the color singlet channel and simultane-
ously to reproduce the essential part of the nuclear
force between color-singlet baryons (namely, the state-
independent short range repulsion and the medium range
attraction), we include the o+w meson-exchange poten-
tial acting between quarks according to ref. [11].

The total Hamiltonian is thus written as

. - 1 .
H=3 /m?+5+5 > Vi, (12)
t 1,j#1
R 8
Vig = = t2t2Va(Fij) + Vu(Fig), (13)
a=1
Qs
VC(T) EK’I‘—T, (14)
2 — 2 -
ga_ e HeT g, e HoT
M) = e (9)

where t* = A%/2 with A% being the Gell-Mann matrices,
Ve is the confinement and one-gluon exchange terms, and
Vi is the meson exchange term [19]. We introduce a
smooth infrared cutoff to the confining potential in Ve (r)
to prevent the long-range interaction beyond the size of
a box in which we carry out MD simulations. We choose
the cutoff scale reyt = 3.0 fm, which is approximately half
of the length of the box. Typical values of the parameters

the additive quark picture: g,; = gon/3 = 3.53 and
9wg = gwn/3 = 5.85. The meson masses are taken to be
I = 782 MeV and p, = 550 MeV.

Some comments are in order here on the evaluation of
the matrix elements H = (¥ | H | ¥).

(i) Because of the lack of the anti-symmetrization of
quark wave function, the interaction between quarks in a
color-singlet baryon is underestimated by factor 4 when
one takes the matrix element of ¢{t}. To correct this,
we use effective couplings K = 4K and o = 4o,
throughout the CMD simulation.

(ii) The size of the quark wave-packet L is chosen to
be 0.35 fm corresponding to the r.m.s. radius of the
constituent quark 0.43 fm. This is consistent with the
typical value expected from the dynamical breaking of
chiral symmetry [20]. This value is used in the matrix
element of the gluonic interaction V. At the same time,
the meson-quark coupling is intrinsically nonlocal, since
o and w have their own quark structure. Besides, the
meson-exchange interaction between nucleons with the
nucleon form-factor should be properly reproduced by
the superposition of the meson-exchange interaction be-
tween quarks. To take into account these facts, we use
L*® = 0.7 fm (corresponding to the r.m.s. radius of 0.86
fm) in the matrix element of V.

(iii) H = (¥ | H | ¥) generally contains a kinetic energy
originating from momentum variances of wave packets.
However, when the width of the wave packet is fixed as a
time-independent parameter, this kinetic energy is spu-
rious and neglected in the present calculation.

Let us now describe how to simulate the simplest three-
quark system, i.e. the nucleon, in CMD. We first search
for a three-quark state obeying the color neutrality con-
dition

3
> (alXelxi) =0 (@=1,---,8). (16)

i=1

This is satisfied by solving a cooling equation of mo-
tion in the color space with a potential proportional
t0 37, it S (sl A%|xa) (xj1A%|x;) with random initial
values of x;. During this cooling procedure, spatial coor-
dinates of quarks are fixed, e.g. at the three corners of a
triangle.

If we start with three quarks in triangular position ob-
tained above and kick each quark by the same amount
of energy keeping the total momentum zero, the quarks
start to have a breathing motion in 2-dimensional plane.
Due to the total color conservation the color-neutrality
is maintained during this time evolution.
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By an initial kick to give the time-averaged kinetic
energy of 76 MeV, the total energy of the nucleon be-
come 1206 MeV. Accordingly, the r.m.s. radius of the
nucleon reads 0.46 fm using L (which corresponds to the
size of the quark-core of the nucleon) or 0.87 fm using
L (which corresponds to the physical nucleon size for
meson-exchange interaction). The “nucleon” here is cer-
tainly a semiclassical object which should be regarded
as a mixture of the ground and excited states of three
quarks. We use a collection of these nucleons as an ini-
tial condition for the CMD simulation of many quarks.
Since the interaction among quarks in matter will even-
tually randomize the internal motion of quarks in the
initial nucleon, the final result is not sensitive to the way
how we kick the quarks.

Now, let us study the phase change from the confined
hadronic system to the deconfined quark matter. We
simulate the infinite matter under the periodic boundary
condition and see how the system responds to the change
of the baryon density as well as to the energy deposition
from outside.

To start with, nucleons constructed above are ran-
domly distributed in a box with the periodic boundary
condition. At this stage, the total system is in its excited
state. The minimum-energy state of matter is obtained
by the frictional cooling procedure, namely we solve a
cooling equation of motion with frictional terms. During
the cooling, spatial and color motion of quarks in the nu-
cleon are artificially frozen, and the following equations
are solved:

. 1 8H O6H

R; = 3 [8P + MR—aRj] (17
je{i}

. 1 OH O0H

Pi=3 [ 6RJ+P6P] (18)
jefs}

&= Bi=6; =¢; =0, (19)

where damping coefficients pg and pup are negative and
{i} means a set of three quarks in a nucleon to which ¢
belongs. Under this cooling procedure, the system ap-
proaches to a stable configuration with minimum energy.
The system does not collapse due to the repulsive part
of the meson exchange potential V.

After the system reached its energy-minimum by the
cooling, internal color and spatial motion of quarks are
turned on and the normal equation of motion is solved for
several tens of fim/c¢ so that the system gets equilibrated.
Since our treatment of particle motion is classical, we
cannot simulate the exact ground state with Fermi mo-
tion. Our prescription should be recognized as a classical
description of approximate ground state. When we study
the excited state of the system, additional random mo-
tion are assigned to nucleons in this “ground state” so
that the system has a given excitation energy E*.

We use the following criterion of confinement as

IRZ RJI < dcluster ('L,J = 1,2,3),

Z [Z(lex\ Ixz] <e.

a=1
If three quarks within a certain distance deyster are
white with an accuracy ¢, they are considered to be con-
fined. All quarks are checked by this criterion without
duplications. The actual numerical values we use are
detuster = 1 fm and € = 0.05.

Snapshots of matter in equilibrium for different baryon
densities are displayed in Fig. 1. Quarks in the confined
states are shown with white and those in the deconfined
state with gray. As p increases, fraction of deconfined
quarks increase. This is not a trivial consequence and is
a unique feature of the CMD simulation. In fact, one may
naively expect that, as the density increases, confinement
criterion becomes easier to be fulfilled since more quarks
are around. However, the use of the color coherent state
allows the color excitation even in a three-quark clus-
ter and does not necessarily favor the formation of color
singlet clusters at high densities.

Figure 2 shows “confined ratio of quarks”,

; (21)

in the approximate ground state. With increase of
the baryon density p, matter shows a transition from
hadronic phase to the quark phase which is well charac-
terized by R in Fig.2. The order of the phase transition,
which should be examined in terms of the pressure of the
system, is a future problem to be studied.

So far we have discussed only the cold matter close
to the ground state at finite baryon density, which is
relevant for the physics of e.g. neutron stars. On the
other hand, to study the excited state of matter such
as that created in the high-energy heavy ion collisions,
not only the thermal motion of quarks, but also gg cre-
ation/annihilation processes and the dynamical gluons
should be included. Here, as a first step toward this goal,
we study the “thermal” property of the system with only
the quark degrees of freedom.

Figure 3 shows the same quantity as Fig. 2 but with a
variation of excitation energy E*. The hadronic matter
and the quark matter are characterized by R. Although
no sudden transition of R between two phases is observed,
R becomes less than 20% for all densities for E* > 200
MeV/q.

We fit the kinetic energy distribution of quarks in the
excited matter by the classical Boltzmann distribution
with a normalization factor A’

(20)

(number of confined quarks)

k= (total quark number)

dN pdp _ Buan/T"
dEkin NdEkm (22)

Eyin = /p? + m?2 —m. (23)

Then, we can define an effective temperature T for given
E*. Note that T™* is not really a physical temperature
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of the system, but is a measure of the averaged kinetic
energy per quark. In Fig. 4, T* is plotted as a func-
tion of E*. For E* > 300 MeV/q, T* depends almost
linearly on E* irrespective of baryon density, while, for
E* = 100 ~ 200 MeV/q, T* for low-density matter in-
creases rather slowly as a function of E*. In fact, this
corresponds exactly to the region where the confined ra-
tio of low-density matter changes in Fig. 3. This implies
that, during the deconfinement process, the energy de-
posit from outside is consumed to melt confined clusters
(i.e., nucleons), which suppresses the effective tempera-
ture T*.

FIG. 1. Perspectives of matter with baryon density at
1.17po and 4.11po. White/gray particles indicate guarks in
the confined/deconfined state. Some white clusters near the
boundary contain only one or two quarks. This is due to the
periodic boundary condition, and they are actually a part of
3-quark clusters.

10— T 17— T

confined ratio R
o
[¥,]
T
1

00— % 3 4

baryon density p [pg]
FIG. 2. Confined ratio of quarks as a function of baryon
density p.
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FIG. 3. Confined ratio of quarks as a function of E* for
several different baryon densities.
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FIG. 4. Baryon density and excitation energy dependence
of the effective temperature extracted from the Boltzmann fit
of the kinetic energy distribution.

Here we show the preliminary calculation on finite sys-
tem. To make the “nucleus”, we first prepare a given
number of white baryons and distribute them in a sphere.
Then we cool the system in the same way as explained for
the infinite matter. Figure 5 shows the density profile of
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A = 66 nucleus. Its binding energy is written in the fig-
ure. Since we have not yet included the Fermi motion of
nucleons, the binding energy is too large. The time evo-
lution of confined ratio during the collision of two A = 66
nuclei is displayed in Fig. 6. Instead of the bombarding
energy, the CM velocity 8 of two nuclei is used to dis-
tinguish the violence of the collision. One can see in the
figure that more quarks are deconfined for more violent
collisions. The life time of the deconfined state is rather
long compared to that generally believed. We consider
this feature is due to the lack of g7 creation/annihilation
process in our simulation.

F =66 baryon density _
0.15 folded with L*¥=0.7 fm
T ook ]
£ 0.10 | !
= i ]
Q. L p
0.05 Eping=20MeV/q ;
000, 2 4 6 8
r [fm]
FIG. 5. Density profile of A = 66 nucleus.
R
R
g \
'q'g 0.6 - "-.'__es-.' v ]
E - — B=0.65 -
8 . - E: 0.82
o4+ e = 0.94 -
- 1
0 10 20 30 40

time [fm/c]
FIG. 8. Time evolution of confined ratio during the colli-
sion of two A = 66 nuclei.

In summary, we have proposed a color molecular dy-
namics (CMD) simulation of a system with many con-
stituent quarks. The system is approximated by the
product of wave packets with SU(3) color coherent state.
Adopting the effective interaction between quarks we
study the transition from nuclear matter to quark matter
under the periodic boundary condition. At low baryon
density p, the system is in the confined phase where most
of the quarks are hidden inside the color singlet nucle-
ons. However, as we increase p, the partial deconfinement

takes place due to the disintegration of color-singlet clus-
ters both in the coordinate space and in the color space.
This can be seen explicitly in Fig. 1 and in the confined
ratio Fig. 2. The similar conclusions also hold for finite
excitation energies E* (Fig. 3 and Fig. 4), although the
gq process and dynamical gluons are not included yet.

The results of this paper are still in the qualitative
level and are limited to the cold matter. The refine-
ment of interaction parameters and inclusion of flavor
and spin degrees of freedom are necessary for quan-
titative discussions. The use of the antisymmetrized
quark wave function [21] and the medium modification
of the constituent-quark mass associated with the partial
restoration of chiral symmetry are also important future
problems. For the discussion of hot matter, inclusion of
qq creation/annihilation and the dynamical gluons are
essential. In spite of all these reservations, the method
proposed in this paper gives a starting point to study the
statistical feature of the hadron-quark transition as well
as to examine finite nuclei and the dynamics of heavy-ion
collisions.
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22 Quark Dynamics on Phase-Space
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Laboratorio Nazionale del Sud, Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Via S. Sofia 44, 95123
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Abstract

We discuss the dynamics of quarks within a Vlasov approach. We use an
interquark (gq) potential consistent with the indications of Lattice QCD cal-
culations and containing a Coulomb term, a confining part and a spin depen-
dent term. Hadrons masses are shown to arise from the interplay of these
three terms plus the Fermi motion and the finite masses of the quarks. The
approach gives a lower and an upper bound for hadrons. The theoretical
predictions are shown to be in fairly good agreement with the experimental
data.
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Spatial structure of Cooper pairs with quantum numbers color 3*, I = J =L =8 =0 in ud 2
flavor quark matter is studied by solving the gap equation and calculating the coherence length in full
momentum range without the weak coupling approximation. Although the gap at the Fermi surface
and the coherence length depend on density weakly, the shape of the r-space pair wave function varies
strongly with density. This result indicates that quark Cooper pairs become more bosonic at higher
densities.

ER - BEE +—7YWETOL S—REEHNRIEE2ED TS, INICETSEIIOMIEI. H
HEBZERTOIMEEDO—FIE L T Bailin & Love 12 & > T80 ERFHICTONZ [1]. FI T 4 —
PHROBBET, BFR. BFRIOWTHRRENTWS, 0%, KRFRONHEBICHT 5RIA0OER
HI7s A EREIEFSEI 90 ERFFICTTONZ 2. ZhEFEERERL KLU T, Z+—7 RIEL TE SU(2)
h S —BEIC X BIZENTTh N 3] BER. HERR SUB) I 7—RIINT 2BRAOHFANERESF
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DREDHZEEZDBEEOBREAELUZRERT. 77— /—DEMBEZFRD.

UFTTIEud2 7V —N—% T +—7MICBOBWEARIZEZEL, 15 (J=L=8=0). I5—
3*. JL—N— 1 EEREOAHEEBE=0TEX 5, TALOFEITIEG-EF (4. BWL-HH [7] CHET 3,
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7B Ak) 1

Agssixis i = (_1)%_aak,—k’(ss,—s’fff'gii’A(k),
0 1 0 1 -1
€y = (_1 O) yEGr=-1 0 1 (1)
1 -1 0
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24 'The mass spectrum of Diquark Boson in the color superconductor

K.Yamaguchi , O.Miyamura

Dept of Physics , Hiroshima.Univ

Abstract

In this work we apply the functional integral method to the study of the color superconducting
phase and compute the mass spectrum of the Diquark Boson at finite temperture and nonzero
chemical potential . We find the differnt asspect with QED superconductor .

1 Introduction

BE - BEEL7INVIRICAVT, ZzNVZRLCTINIAVEBOBEERABTFET D L. BE
BERENZEN, BCSBRICL>TRBEENTNS, ZOFHE LT, QED ICRWWTIER., ERIZRWT
BFEOT7 4/ YEEERICE> T, BFHBHESERINDI ZEB8MOoN TS,

CHEBBRIC, QCD ICTRWTD. 24— BDINA BB EERBICE T, 24— OMBRENH
BRENDTAREMENEZ SN, 20FUEICE>T, SOY+—HMWER. WDBHS—BEREB&ICH
THEOMENRTENTEE [1,23,4. ChOSOREILL>T, FIbA UBBEFRIZH S — KM
RETEIIAELTHE, HhS—REBEISERINDAESESHIENTRENE, BEORARTIE. #
EEAELTAYRYY M BOBEERERVARESZENTNAS 3, LML, ThESOHENS<
BT DIV ZEOARERCHEROEEZEICEABKESN TV,

FHMATIE. HhS5—BEERCKITS diquark RYVOHRERRS MVDWTHREETS. ChICEL
T udsDERBIREEZL. INODIF~IBICONA L ZRICERTS 4447 DL SHEERS H0
TWBRELT., FREECEFISEREBER/AEEANT, EX{LETo /. FBWOWELL T, &
ET. diquark RYOBEYNHEFERAERDIFHELWEIER, TOHFWERNSHS—-BEEED
Fry 7TABRZENT S, T0O%. ZHEOBNTHS diquark KYVOBRERRS MIVERD, BROD
—ERERT,

2 Path Integral Formulation of Diquark Fields
Y. ZOETE. BEBESFECE> T, diquark RY OBMEREROIFEFEEHHEITRR, F

DERZOFEMERNS. NS —BEEEKICHTEF vy THEXEZHT S,
ET. FWMTORER., uds. SEHEDIA—IDORIREZR. ChODEICLUTOL 44T
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NEREERSBNTNS LTS,
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yand vx = $(1+45) THY. C BHBHERETF. )\ (X
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25 Supernova and r-process simulations
with relativistic EQOS table

EHen (BT

Abstract

We study the neutrino-driven wind from the proto-neutron star by the general relativistic hydrodynamical simulations.
We examine the properties of the neutrino-driven wind to explore the possibility of the r-process nucleosynthesis.
The numerical simulations with the neutrino heating and cooling processes are performed with the assumption of the
constant neutrino luminosity by using realistic profiles of the proto-neutron star (PNS) as well as simplified models.

The dependence on the mass of PNS and the neutrino luminosity is studied systematically. Comparisons with the
analytic treatment in the previous studies are also done. In the cases with the realistic PNS, we found that the
entropy per baryon and the expansion time scale are neither high nor short enough for the r-process within the current
assumptions. On the other hand, we found that the expansion time scale obtained by the hydrodynamical simulations
is systematically shorter than that in the analytic solutions due to our proper treatment of the equation of state. This
fact might lead to the increase of the neutron-to-seed ratio, which is suitable for the r-process in the neutrino-driven
wind. Indeed, in the case of massive and compact proto-neutron stars with high neutrino luminosities, the expansion
time scale is found short enough in the hydrodynamical simulations and the r-process elements up to A ~ 200 are

produced in the r-process network calculation.

1) LI

r 7’8+ X (rapid neutron-capture process) (IFHICBITAIELESROEE L2 BED
—DELTEZOLONTWASY, 1 TOLANRFEHFOVWD LI TR E/ZONIHEAETDH B
LMIZIE o Ty, BHEBEVP L LOENLREREL TEZLNTWBE DN,
FNTOBFEBREOBIZVCODEITRE/LDONE V) HIFE4TOHMBEIZEEZ SN T
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ETOBYENHSPIZE o TnREnEWw) ZEOMEIIZH ), INs FEEFISERRE
CHRARTITLLEYNH B, LT COMHREFLEERICL A2HETHELH
YA RSICBIEBREO—BLIBEY Ial—YarEiFHILizih, BHER
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Fig. 1: Trajectories of mass elements in hydrodynamical simulations
of neutrino-driven wind are displayed as functions of time.

—137—



Abundance

JAERI—Conf 2000—011

T TPl

T lrlllll

107 ¢ _
10—7 g' —g
xS N N T ]
10 100 150 200
A

Fig. 2: Calculated abundance of the r-process elements
is displayed as a function of the mass number

~138—



L

JP0150052
JAERI—Conf 2000—011

26 BHEBIE THER I N A RELEEDLH

Half-Lives of Unstable Nuclei Produced in Supernovae
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Yuko MOCHIZUKI
RI-Beam Science Lab., RIKEN, Hirosawa 2-1, Wako, Japan 351-0198

Abstract

The half-life of an unstable nucleus measured in laboratory cannot always be ap-
plied directly to astrophysical situation, in particular to situation under a supernova.
This comes from the difference of ionization states of the nuclei: The half-life values
measured in laboratories are for neutral atoms, while nuclei can be highly ionized in
supernovae or in young supernova remnants. %4Ti is such an example: The decay
of highly ionized #4Ti atoms is retarded, since 4*Ti decays by electron capture only.
Here I summarize this ionization effect on the yield of 4Ti produced in a supernova
explosion. Details are found in Mochizuki et al., Astronomy and Astrophysics, 346,
831 (1999). I also mention the internal conversion for 44Ti decays and point out
other examples of unstable nuclei which decays are needed to be investigated from the
viewpoint of ionization or excitation in the universe.

1 “Ti Ionization Effect on Its Initial Abundance

Radioactive isotopes such as #4Ti probably offer the most direct probe into nucleosynthesis
environments in the interior of exploding stars, when the associated y-ray activities in the
explosion remnant are detected and translated back to the isotopic abundances at the
time of the explosion. In this article, we assert that the procedure may not necessarily be
straightforward in the case of #4Ti, an orbital-electron capture decay isotope.

The binding energy of the K-shell electrons of 4Ti was calculated to be 6.6 keV. Hence,
it is obvious that *4Ti is fully ionized when it is synthesized in a supernova explosion.
After the explosion, the temperature of the ejected material decreases rapidly due to
adiabatic cooling as the ejecta freely expands. Consequently, it is expected that the
freshly synthesized nuclei become neutral within about 1000 sec.

There is a possibility that “4Ti re-ionizes, however. This is due to reverse-shock heating.
The reverse shock is produced by high pressure behind the blast-wave shock interacting
with the surrounding circumstellar medium. The reverse shock goes back into the ejecta
and heats up and ionizes it during the free-expansion phase on the evolutional course of a
supernova remnant.

Using the analytic model of McKee & Truelove (1995) for young supernova remnants,
and assuming the existence of overdense *6Fe-dominated clumps that also contain 44Ti,
we showed that a high degree of ionization may be caused by reverse shock, so that the
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electron-capture rate of #4Ti can be significantly reduced from its laboratory value. Note
that the decay rate measured in laboratories is for neutral atoms.

The nuclear y-rays from 44Ti decay have been detected by COMPTEL experiments
on the CGRO satellite from Cassiopeia A (Cas A), a nearby supernova remnant. The
v-ray flux detection has a strong impact, since we can test the theories of collapse-driven
supernova explosions through conversion of the flux into the initial abundance of 44T
at the time of the explosion, employing the values of the decay rate, the distance, and
the age of Cas A. The inferred “observed” amount of 44Ti at the explosion has appeared
higher than expected from theories. It is interesting, therefore, to investigate whether
the COMPTEL observations reflect the effects of an increased lifetime of *4Ti because of
temporary and partial ionization in the supernova remnant.

In order to estimate the observable consequences of the reduced [3-decay rates, one has
to recall that the measurable vy-ray activity per (normalized) unit mass of the remnant
is the product of the current $-decay rate and the current abundance, n(t)Aeg(t). Fig. 1
illustrates the #Ti radioactivity observable at time ¢ (“age” in years) relative to the case
that assumes no reduction of the S-decay rate. In the figure, the abscissa g shows the
relative mass coordinate within the ejecta.

In conclusion, we found that under certain conditions the ionization of 4Ti and the
corresponding delay of its decay can yield up to three times higher 44Ty activity at the
present time than predicted on the grounds of the laboratory decay rate. This effect is large
enough to reduce the apparent discrepancies between the 44Ti production in the explosion
inferred from the COMPTEL +-line measurements and the theoretical predictions from
the current supernova nucleosynthesis models. This possibility is, however, subject to
various uncertanities, and particularly to the unknown properties and radial disbribution
of the clumps in the ejecta.

'S

w

-
T

n(t)A,(t) / n(0)exp(—A,,t)A,,
0

o

Figure 1: The #4Ti radioactivity observable at time ¢ (“age” in years) relative to the case
that assumes no reduction of the (-decay rate, as a function of the mass coordinate, g,
within the ejecta.
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Table 1: Examples of unstable nuclei which half-lives under astrophysical situation may
not be the same with those in laboratories

decay

®Ni — %Co Q=416 keV; 100% electron capture

56Co — 5Fe  63% of brancing is electron capture only

%Al —» Mg Decay from the first excited (0) state may be possible

48Cr — 48V Fully ionized atoms are stable if electron mass is taken into consideration

2 Internal Conversion for “‘Ti Decay Chain

At the workshop a question of internal conversion for the above problem has arised. 44Ti
decays (t;/2 = 60 yrs for neutral atoms) almost uniquely to the 2"¢ excited state of *Sc,
followed immediately by the almost unique 8% decay of 4Sc (¢; /2 = 4 h) to the 1.156
MeV excited state of #4Ca. It is the 1.156 MeV de-excitation line that has been observed
by the COMPTEL telescope from Cas A.

According to Alburger and Warburton (1988), the internal conversion coefficients for
K-shell electrons for “4Sc decays are at most ~ 0.07 (for 67.8 keV ~-rays). The K-shell
internal conversion coefficient for E2 transition of 4Ca, corresponding to the 1.156 MeV
y-rays, is estimated to be less than 104,

The internal conversion does not come into the present problem by the following rea-
sons: First, we are considering 4Ti nuclei which are in the ground states. Note that
the first excited state of *4Ti is located at 1.082 MeV (i.e., above 10 K). Second, the
half-life of 4Sc is too short compared with the half-life of 4Ti. Moreover, the decay from
43¢ to *4Ca is govened by positron emission rather than electron capture. Finally, the
internal conversion coefficient for the transition of the de-excitation 1157 keV line of Ca,
is negligible as mentioned before.

3 Other Examples

In Table 1 we summarize other examples of unstable nuclei which half-lives under astro-
physical situation may not be the same with those in laboratories.
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ON A POSSIBLE IMPORTANCE OF NUCLEAR LIQUID-GAS
PHASE TRANSITION IN SUPERNOVA NUCLEOSYNTHESIS

Akira Ohnishi and Chikako Ishizuka
Division of Physics, Graduate School of Science,
Hokkaido University, Sapporo 060-0810, Japan

The mechanism of nucleosynthesis for heavy-elements is still under discussion. In
1960’s, two major processes were proposed. One of them is the slow neutron capture
process (s-process), and the other is the rapid neutron capture process (r-process).
The former produces stable nuclei upto 2°°Bi, and the latter produces various stable
and unstable nuclei as remnants of weak decays from preformed neutron-rich nuclei.
Thus it is widely believed that the synthesis of heavy-elements in the universe can

be explained by these two processes.

However, within the above scenarios, there
is no path to produce heavy proton-rich unsta-
ble nuclei, such as 1%Hg, Pt and '52Er, which
are naturally existing. In addition, it is not well
known theoretically in which condition the r-
process occurs. Therefore, it is still valuable to
consider other possible mechanisms to produce
heavy-elements.

We here consider a possibility of early for-
mation of various fragments through nuclear
liquid-gas phase transition during the super-
nova explosion (LG process), as a pre-process
of rapid neutron captures. This LG pre-process
may be preferable, because fragment yields ap-
proximately follows the power law behavior
(x A77), thus it effectively produces heavy
elements. Actually, the background yield in
cosimic abundance (except for s- and r-process
peaks) can be well fitted by a power law be-

Neutral Matter Adiabatic Path (Y| =0.4)
30

Pe/Po

Figure: Adiabatic paths of free
neutral matter at the lepton-to-
baryon ratio Y, = 0.4. Entropy
per baryon 1is specified for s =
S/B =2, 8, 4 and 5. Thick curve
shows the nuclear matter spinodal
region calculated with the Skyrme-
type soft interaction.

havior with the exponential tail from iron. In addition, unstable nuclei including
proton-rich ones can be also produced at a certain rate at high temperatures.
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In order to verify the possibility of this LG pre-process, we have made a simple
model calculation of adiabatic path (isentrope) in supernova matter evolution. In
this calculation, we have ignored nuclear potential effects and have assumed that the
lepton-to-baryon ratio is conserved. The figure shows that the adiabatic paths hit
spinodal region at S/B = (2—3.5), thus we can expect that the multifragmentation
of bulk neutron-rich (Z/A ~ Yy, ~ 0.4) matter would happen at these entropies. In
a more realistic hydrodynamical simulation of prompt supernova explosion [1,2], the
entropies are in the range of S/B = (2—10) in the early stage, and hydrodynamical
path really pass through the spinodal region.

In summary, a new mechanism, L.G process, is considered as a pre-process of the
rapid neutron capture process. From a simple model calculation of the adiabatic
paths in supernova matter, it seems probable that the LG process would affect the
supernova nucleosynthesis to some extent. Of course, it is necessary to estimate
other effects such as hydrodynamical and EOS effects in the gravitation, the isospin
dependence of critical temperature [3|, and the fragment formation process, in a
more realistic manner. The work in this direction is in progress.

[1] K. Sumiyoshi, private communication; K. Sumiyoshi et al., astro-ph/9912156.

[2] H. Shen et al., Nucl. Phys. A637 (’98), 435.
[3] Ph. Chomaz, F. Gulminelli, Phys. Lett. B447 (°99), 221.
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Comparison between Nuclear Reactions in Nuclear Power Systems
and in the Cosmos
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Research Laboratory for Nuclear Reactors, Tokyo Institute of Technology,
O-okayama, Meguro-ku, Tokyo 152-8550, Japan

Abstract

Similarities exist between nuclear reactions in nuclear power systems and in the cosmos. In this study,
we have shown an example: a similarity between the production/transmutation reactions of fission products
in a fast breeder reactor(FBR) and those of the s-process nucleosynthesis in a star. The energy and density
of neutrons in an FBR core are close to those in an s-process operating star. It was also found that the idea
of nuclear statistical equilibrium was useful in obtaining a global understanding of the similarities.
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